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Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, this is a sub- 
iect to which I suppose all of us have given our 
attention, and I have had very free conversations 
jn regard to it with officers of the Army. Believ- 
ing, as I do, that the bill of the House of Repre- 
sentatives has come to us under as high sanctions, 

rhaps, as any that can be presented here by the 
Prendments of gentlemen who have indicated a 
purpose to offer them, and believing that it has 
come here with as much intelligence of design as 
we are likely to impart to it by any of our amend- 
ments, I shall vote for the bill asitis. Some of 
the objections made by the honorable Senator 
from Tennessee, and implied in the amendment 
of my honorable friend from California, might, 
if I had time to deliberate on them, réeeive my 
sanction; but I am satisfied of one thing: that if 

ou intend to have professional pride, if you 
intend to have professional science, if you intend 
to have men who can pursue the profession of 
arms, not as a mere mode of obtaining a living, 
but as one that is to confer distinction upon them, 
Jam perfectly willing to place the higher grades 
in such a way as to tempt officers of the lower 
grades to continue in the Army until they can 
reach the higher grades. What is the fact now? 
As we all know, intelligent young men in the 
Army receive only eight or nine hundred dollars 
a year—not as much as we give to our sen- 
gers here. I do not say that for this paf’they 
are running the hazards of battle. Sir, they are 
subject to greater privations. They are subject 
to the privations of travel and the hardships of a 
western frontier. The battle-field has no terrors 
for the military man who chooses to contend for 
its laurels, If you intend to induce young men 
to continue in the Army, you must do it by 
offering, in some measure, a temptation to intel- 
ligence. [ understand that the intelligent young 
men are quitting the Army, and the mere hangers- 
on are willing to continue. 
their pay, or we shall lose their services. When 
gentlemen say the higher grades are getting too 


much, [ say to them, if you give the higher ranks | 


this compensation, it is one of the rewards of 
honor, and I am perfectly willing that it shall 
so continue, that the young men may remain in 
the Army with a view to aspire to the higher 
ranks. 

The Senator from Tennessee says there is in- 
equality in everything, favoritism in everything. 
Iam not sure but that it is right that it should be 
so: I am not so sure that that is not one of the 
best features of this bill. If you are to senda 


representative abroad upon a perilous or honor- | 


able seryice, you will send a favorite of the Army, 
a man who hss won laurels upon the field, and 
who has acquired a reputation of military science. 
Are you to place him in such a position, and 
mortify him for the want of the means of living? 
If for such a service you take the clever man, the 
favorite, it is not a sign that he has not merits. 
Iam not sure that others ought to get as much 
as the brave men who earn their reputation by 
encountering the perils of their profession. Ido 
not think this horizontal idea of putting all on an 
equality is right. If I were commander-in-chief, 
I think I should make selections, and I should be 
glad to select the meritorious man, and place him 
where he would get more money than another 
who did not deserve as much. I shall vote for 
the bill as it has come to us from the House of 
Representatives. 


Ir. CRITTENDEN. Those who see no very 
great, no insuperable objections to the bill as it 
came from the House of Representatives, and are 
anxious to extend a more just compensation to 
the officers of the Army, will, Iam sure, feel the 
necessity of voting against all these amendments. 
They are comparatively trifling in their conse- 
ae but yet they have the fatal effect of 

efeating this bin. Our sessions are limited; we 
cannot go beyond a fixed time. We might be 
willing to give the subject a further consideration, 
and impose on the other House a further consid- 
eration of it; but it must be plain, I think, to every 
gentleman, that the time to which we are limited 


46 








You must increase | 








THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 1857. 








anything on this subject if we endeavor to ad 
new systems and new purposes to those contained 
in the original bill. 


BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. C. 
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seven or eight thousand men, your Army went 
in triumph, and took possession of a city of one 
hundred and fifty or two hundred thousand people. 


I go for the original bill. I go for remedy ing || Itis a marvel in warfare. This is our little Army. 
the great ill and the great injustice which, accord- || You educate them and prepare them for the pur- 


ing to the present law, falls on the heads of most 
of the officers of the Army. 
compensation given at the uttermost is any great 
consideration. “The bill does increase the pay 
slightly. It does not increase the number of ra- 
tions; they exist by law now. It only increases 
the pay; and, instead of the expense of $700,000 
that the gentleman from California was informed 
it would produce—instead of the $65,000 which I 


supposed it would produce, when you come to || then 


consider it in fcts it is only an increase, not of 
the number rations, but of the commutation 
price of those rations of ten cents each, which 
would amount to $20,000. This is the whole evil 
which gentlemen desire to correct; and for the 
purpose of correcting it and preventing this small 
item of expense, they are willing to oppose this 
bill as it came from the House, and jeopard its 
final passage. Sir, I am in favor of its passage 
just asitis. Just as it is it corrects the greatest 
evil; and i am for that now and not hereafter. 

My friend from Tennessee desires that every 
officer should be paid exactly according to his 
rank. Thatcannotbe. That would not be just; 
for, of the officers of the same rank one may be 
on leave of absence, another may be quietly 
lying in camp, and another may be in the utmost 
depths of the wilderness, pursuing the enemies of 
his country. Would it be equality to pay all 
these alike? We are equals here—our rank here 
is the same; but are there any two of us who are 
paid the same? No, sir; there are no two of us, 
though equal in rank, and exactly equal in service 
in contemplation of law, who receive the same 
compensation. Why so? Simply because we 
travel unequal distances, and are paid accordingly. 
Now here is an example for the Senator from 
Tennessee, in our own case. 

Again, Mr. President, we are now thinking 
over, and counting carefully, the compensation 
of these old veterans of ours, advanced in rank. 
We think they receive enough, and some mem- 
bers say their pay ought to be diminished. Why, 
sir, there is scarcely one of them that receives 
as much as Senators on this floor for their hon- 
orable, quiet, and dignified service here—a life 
attended with daily honors, rewarded with the 
applause of their country. Men to whom medals 
and swords are given for expesing their life in 
their country’s service, do not receive anything 
like what some of us receive. Iask is that right? 
If we look at the inequalities here, we shall be 
less startled, I think, at the amount of compen- 
sation which some of our officers receive. 

This bill, if it passes in ae een shape, is to 
carry comfort and peace, and I hope additional 
plenty, into houses whose families are now look- 
ing, with the deepest anxiety and interest, to the 
proceedings of the Senate this pe It happened 
to be my fortune to be in one of those houses but 
lately, where there were eight or nine children; 
and the anxious inquiry was made by the mother, 
‘¢ What prospect is there of this bill passing ?”’ 
It was an appeal that operates on me this my It 
is just, it is right, it is due to every sympathy of 
our hearts and to all the justice that our country 
owes to its faithful citizens, that we should pass 
this bill, or some bill increasing their compensa- 
tion. These children are little soldiers, who are 
growing up hereafter to brave the enemies of their 
country. Let them have the means of education 
and comfort for their father’s service. » That is 


my way, and it is the only way in which to pre- o 
serve a gallant and patriotic army, and such you 


have. 

The campaign of your little army in Mexico 
is unparalleled in history, The retreat of the ten 
thousand Greeks was not equal to it. It took 

ssession of a city of two hundred thousand in- 
habitente, after a brief campaign, with ten thou- 
sand men at the utmost. Marching from the sea- 


I do not think the them with 


pose. Only treat them with libegality, and treat 

at ingre we may be sure of sitch 

service in all time to come. 
of officers in any army as we have. 

I hope, Mr. President, that all the amendments 
| will be rejected; that all little reformations, some 

of which really may be proper and necessary, 
| will be laid aside for the present, until we do jus- 
tice to these men by paying them adequately; and 
, if there be in the administration of your mil- 
itary department any errors or any abuses, let 
them be corrected. lam for that, and | trust that 
will be the course of the Senate. 
| Mr. HALE, I feel some doubt myself about 
the vote I am to give on this bill; and as I enter- 
tain views probably with which nobody on this 
floor sympathizes, and I do not know that any- 
body does in the country, I feel it due to myself 
| to say a word in explanation of my course. 

For myself, if it rested with me, I would abol- 
'ish this whole Army which has been so much 
| vaunted and boasted of. I sympathize with the 
| founders and authors of the Constitution of m 
| own State, who have inscribed upon their Bill 
| of Rights that ‘* standing armies are dangerous 

to liberty.’’ Such, sir, was the wisdom of the 
| framers of the constitution of my own State, and 
| such has been my reading of history—they are 
| dangerous to liberty. The standing army of this 
| country, which was said in the first place to be 

a nucleus, has now got to be so large that the 
| expense of supporting it is vastly more than the 
| whole expense of the entire Government was a 

little more than twenty years ago. It is goin 

on, constantly and continually increasing. io 
Upon, sir, as wrong, utterly wrong; and I think 
| itis the duty of Congress to take back steps, to 
| retrench and reform, and gradually go back where 
the framers of the Constitution meant that we 
should go without any standing army. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. You do not want to 
starve them? . 

Mr. HALE. I will eome to that directly. I 
| gather my view of the framers of the Constitution 
| of the United States, from these provisions of that 

| instrument. The Constitution of the United States 
} provides that Congress shall have power ** to pro- 
vide for organizing, arming, and disciplining the 
| militia;’’ and also, that they shall have power“* to 
raise and support armies, but no appropriation of 
money to that use shall be for a longer term than 
two years.’’ It seems to me that the framers of 
that instrument intended by these salutary provis- 
| ions to put a check on standing armies; but it is 
fashionable to say that oursis nota standing army. 
All history is full of the dangers of standin 
armies. Every writer who has written in rega 
to republics holds up this warning. We go on, 
treading in the footsteps on which every other 
republic that has existed in the tide of time has 
met with fatal shipwreck, and we blind our eyes 
and say itis only alittle nucleus. It is a nucleus 
so strong that it has before now controlled the 
| destinies of this country. Young as [ am, and 
so short as has been my public life, I have seen 
the army nominate a President of the United 
States and elect him; and, sir, I think I should be 
doing no violence to history if I were to say that 
| the specimen of a President we now have—I will 

not say a word against him—I.will leave him to 

| speak for himself—such as he is, owes his posi- 
| tion to his connection with this standing army of 


There is no such set 


| 








a 





urs. 

I believe that it is the duty of Congress to take 
retrogressive steps, and, instead of enlarging and 
increasing this Army, to diminish it, and exist, 
as the States exist, without a standing army. 
We have none in New Hampshire. I suppose 
there is none in Kentucky, and I suppose she is 
infinitely better off without it. I believe your 
State, the State of Virginia, is the only State that 
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has a standing army, and I think that is only | 
about one hundred strong, [laughter;] but I may 
be mistaken. I think Virginia is the only State 
in the Union that has a standing army, and I 
believe the precedent that is set in the States 
should be followed by the United States. 





Sut then comes the suggestion made by the | 


honorable Senator from Kentucky, will you starve 
them? No, sir. 
army, but I do not want to starve them out. I | 
say, if any gentleman’s pride or pleasure induces 
him to keep a great retinue of servants, he ought | 
to feed them well. There is no doubt about that; | 
and if you insigt upon having those gewgaws and | 
ephuletis, I say pay them; pay them as much as 
they ought to have. I am clearly of opinion that 
if you insist on having them, the junior officers 
of the Army ought to be paid more than they now 


l use the word in no offensive sense; I use it in 
general terms without meaning any private inter- | 
pretation. 
Now, let me say a word in regard to some of 
the remarks made here by the honorable Senator 
from Tennessee. I agree to a great deal that he 
said, I should like to see an attempt made to pay 
these officers a gross sum; but I tell you, sir, you 
cannot accomplish it. The British Parliament say 
they are omnipotent; and I have no doubt that 
Congress think they are the next thing to omnip- 
otent to the British Parliament; but you may pass 
Just as many statutes as you please; you may put 
in the restrictions just as strong as language can 
make them, and what will be the result? The 
Departments will go on making extra allowances 
just the same as if you did not touchthem. I 
would not say that if I did not speak by the book 
— if we had notanexample on this subject. What 
was it?) The Navy is referred to, and what was 
done? In 1835 you raised the pay of the officers 
of the Navy to a higher sum than the officers of | 
any navy in the civilized world of the same rank 
received. You had not officers of as high a rank | 
as some nations; but you paid officers of the same 


rank higher pay than was paid by any nation on || 


earth. ‘Io reconcile the people of the country to | 
this, there was a restricuon put in—I wish 1 had 
it before me—it used to be printed in the Naval 
Register; but it has got to be unpopular, and they 


have left it out—I think the practice of the Depart- || 


ment is so much at variance with the law, that I 
do not blame them for leaving out the law—but I 
will state it from memory. ‘The law provided an 
aggregate payment for oflicers of the Navy, and 
then went on to say that.it should be in full of all 
compensation and allowance of any name or sort 
whatsoover, except traveling expenses under cer- 
tain conditions. ‘There was the law. The pay 
was raised higher than the pay of any navy on 
the face of God’s earth; and a restriction, just as 
strong as good old Saxon language could make 
it; was put im against giving any more. But how 
was itadministered? ‘The governmentofthe Navy 
went on precisely the same after as before. ‘They 
made extra allowances for fucl and quarters, and | 
for furniture; and they have continued to make | 
those allowances to this day, the same as though 
that Jaw had never been passed. I endeavored | 
ence to call the attention of the Senate to that mat- | 
ter some seven or cight years ago; but it amounted 
to nothing. You may put this restriction here, 
but these allowances will continue to be made. 

I have not given great attention to this bill, for | 
J have not been able to be in the Senate of late; 


but my plan would be to give increased compen- || 


gation to the lower officers. 
off all the rations and allowances. 


I like very 


much what fell from the Senator from Virginia. || are not afraid of your standing army when they || cost over $150, 


I should like to make the attempt to see if we | 
could succeed better in the Army than in the | 
Navy in giving a fixed sum. We tried it in the | 
Navy, and utterly failed. 1 think it will utterly | 
fail here. There is an old maxim, that the law | 
is not made for post captains. ‘That has been | 
enlarged lately, and it means now that the law 
is not made for the Navy. So it will be found | 
the law is not made for the Army. Whether or | 
nat you attempt to cut off these allowances, they | 
will be male, and these compensations will be | 
increased, the soldiers will be increased, and the | 
Army will beincreased, until this country, taught, | 
if not by the teachings of history, by its own | 
experience, will see this matter in the light in | 
which | Uink everybody else has looked on it,and | 
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I want to get rid of a standing | 


I should 'ike to cut || 


| instead of continually increasing the Army, will 
| turn about, and retrench, and retrace its steps and 
| diminish it. If you must have an Army, make it 
| what this is called, a nucleus, and not let it be a 
thing which now engrosses more of your revenue, 
by very considerable, than the whole adminis- 
| tration of the Government, the Navy and Army, 
civil and diplomatic list and judiciary, did at a 
time no longer ago than when General Jackson 
came into the Presidency. ~ 
| gl'hese are the views I entertain; but notwith- 
| standing I entertain them, and I expect no soul 
here to sympathize with me, and I do not want 
any one to do so, I do not doubt that the age will 
come up to these remarks by-and-by. I am will- 
| ing to bide my time; but while it does continue, 
| lam willing to pay and give an increased com- 


' \| pensation to the junior officers of the Army. If 
receive. I think the whole Army is a nuisance— || 


can vote for the bill in accordance with these 
| views, I shall be glad to do so. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have buta single remark to 
| make, and that is in reply to the Senator from 
| New Hampshire, who generally throws out his 
| views with freedom and fairness. I suppose we 
| have now thirty millions of peoplein the United 
| States. Does the Senator think that a standing 
army of six thousand could whip thirty millions 
of people? Are we in any danger from an army 
of six thousand, scattered at three hundred differ- 
ent places? I would not agree to have what would 
be called a dangerous standing army —say one 
hundred thousand men—such as was perhaps in 
the contemplation of our forefathers when they 
made the Constitution, to be concentrated under 
the command of one chieftain. That might be 
dangerous. But with an army of three hundred 
in California, three hundred in Oregon, and two 
or three hundred at Old Point, I think we are not 
in much danger. I should think very badly of the 
gallantry of New Hampshire, if her militia would 
not be able to hold any such army in check. The 
republican spirit of the Senator from New Hamp- 
| shire would rise so high that he would frighten 
them by his declamation. [Laughter.] Mr. Pres- 
ident, | wish to put the Army right—not that I 
| am particularly connected with the Army, though 
I suppose in some respects, from family associa- 
tions, I have had strong sympathies with it, and 
I do not undertake to disguise the fact. I do not 
fear them. I think this much must be said of 
them: if you had nota regular army to go out on 

the frontier posts, and you trusted to volunteer 
militia to be raised on the occasion, it would cost 
five times as much as the standing army to keep 
the Indians in check. I do not hesitate to say 
that the most irresponsible and most extravagant 
expenditures of the public money have been in 
the payment of volunteers going out and using 
their horses to whip a few Indians. So far as 
regards the mere taking care of our forts is con- 
' cerned, | presume that people who understand 
| the profession of arms would take better care of 
them than raw militia that have almost lost the 
use ofa gun. I believe it is getting so now that 
the militia ride in buggies, and do not ride on 
horses atall. [Laughter:] This is an evidence 
| of degeneracy. 

Sir, let us encourage our young men in the 
Army. I am one of those who believe in the 
hardy morality of former times. I am one of 
those who believe in that system which encour- 
ages in some measure the enterprise of young 
men of this kind. Ido not undertake to say how 
far it may affect the reputation of the country; but 
I beg to say to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that we have a little army in South Carolina, a 

little nucleus of an army, a corps of cadets. We 


| 


, are three thousand miles off. Ido not understand 
| the terror which is raised here by the Senator 
| from New Hampshire, who generally speaks 
| with fairness. His State is in no danger from 
| the Army. Ido not suppose that there are three 
hundred United States troops in that State now. 
Mr. HALE. Not one, | think. 
Mr. BUTLER. Then I do not see that there 
| are any terrors associaied with the Army at all. 
If we have an Army, let us have its oflicers gen- 
tlemen. 
Mr. HALE. I go for that. ‘ 
Mr. WELLER, Mr. Reiter, I did not ans 
| it ne to go into a general discussion of the 
| merits of this bill. I supposed every Senator on 
| this floor had made up his mind that it was neces- 
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sary and proper that we should increase on 
— the Ruay Of the United States. The ope? 
course of _— of the honorable Senator fro : 
_Kentueky, (Mr. Crirrenven,] however, is den. 
lated to make the oe on the Senate and 
on the public, that the Committee on Militar 
Affairs of this body was adverse to increasin> 
the compensation of these officers. Now, sir 
undertake to say that I am as anxious as an 
Senator on this floor that the officers of the Arm 
should receive proper and adequate compensation 
All of us agree that the compensation provided jn 
the law of 1808 is now, owing to the change of 
circumstances, a wholly inadequate compensa. 
tion. The discovery of gold upon our western 
coast has made that which was worth one hun- 
dred cents then, worth only about sixty-two and 
a half cents now; and while we have been jp. 
creasing the compensation of the officers in the 
employ of the civil department of the Goverp. 
ment, all of us see the necessity of extending a 
corresponding increase to the Army. 

But the Senator from Kentucky says this 
amendment which has been presented by the 
Committee on Military Affairs is a trifling one, 
I am very sorry that the Senator from Kentuck 
has so little respect for that committee, of which 
| lam chairman, as to suppose that we would sub. 
mit a mere trifling amendment for the purpose of 
delaying this bill in the other branch of Congress, 
The chief argument used against the amendment 
is, that by serene it we are endangering the 
| passage of the bill. I believe it will not hazard 
the passage of the bill, because I think the House 
of Representatives will see, as I have seen, that 
it is necessary to stop these abuses in the Army. 
W we are about to increase the expenses of 
the Government six or seven hundred thousand 
dollars, by the additional compensation proposed 
to be fee to military officers, I desire to correct 
what I deem to be a great abuse in the military 
service—I mean double rations. But I am wholly 
unable to make any statement which will satisfy 
my friend from Kentucky that that proposition is 
anything more or less than mere trifling, for that 
is the term by which he characterized it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the gentleman 
allow me to say a word? 

Mr. WELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I did not say it was 
simply and absolutely trifling; but I said that it 
| was trifling in comparison with the great object 
of the bill—to increase the pay of the Army. | 
said, furthermore, in conclusion, that we have 
increased their pay, if there be any reformations 
to be made, let them be presented and considered. 
I said that this proposition was trifling only in 
comparison, as I considered, with the general 
purpose of increasing the pay of the Army. 

Mr. WELLER. It is well known that the 
Committee on Military Affairs have no disposi- 
tion to hazard this bill. We are satisfied that 
unless the pay of the officers of the Army be in- 
creased at the present session of Congress, a very 
large number of valuable officers will be compelled 
to resign; but we design at the same time to cor- 
| rect what we consider to be an abuse in the ser- 
'vice. It seems I cannot make the Senator from 
| Kentucky understand what I mean by increasing 
| the expenses of the Government some six or seven 
| hundred thousand dollars in consequence of the 
| double-ration system. I will endeavor to explain 

it. I said, when I was up before, that the distant 
cg must be supplied at an enormous. expense. 
| You must put up buildings there; they are very 
| expensive in some sections of the country. I be- 
| lieve the er Fort Reading, in California, 


It was necessary as a mill- 








| tary post at the time it was established, but has 
| become wholly valueless now, because the settle- 
ment has filled up with inhabitants, and they are 
sufficiently strong to protect themselves. ‘Those 
| buildings you have to sacrifice. They will be 
sold perhaps for ten or fifteen thousand dollars. 
That is an illustration of the manner in which 
| the expenses of the Government are increased in 
consequence of the allowance of the double ration. 
I did not undertake to say that any commander 
of a regiment would divide up his command in 
order to nrultiply military posts, and thus enable 
his subordinates to draw double rations; but] said 
that after military posts were established, there 
was a strong pecuniary inducement for the offi- 
| cer in command to remain there long after the 
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sessity for its establishment ceased to exist. | 


That is what I said; and, in expressing that opin- 
jon, | was but reiterating the experience of those | 
far more learned on this subjectthanTam. — | 

My friend from ‘Tennessee proposes to abolish 
al! allowances for rations, for commutations, for 
servants, for forage, for fuel and quarters, and to 
substitute a gross amount of money. That will 
operate very unequally, — For instance, if you 
send an Officer to California, he will be compelled 
to pay four times as much for his fuel and quar- 
ters there as if he was stationed in the State of 
Missouri. The best officers in the Army, especi- 
ally the poorer class, would be very unwilling to 
go into a country where fuel and quarters are so | 
very expensive. It would operate very unequally, 
in my judgment, to abolish all rations and allow- | 
ances, and substitute a pay-proper, as proposed 
by the Senator from Tennessee. 

“My friend from Georgia interposes the objec- 
tion that it is necessary that officers in command | 
of military posts should receive double rations | 
for the purpose of entertaining. "The amendment 
which I now offer gives the President of the 
United States the authority to allow double 
rations in all such cases. The Senator said that 
no one butthe President, the commander-in-chief, | 
had power to establish military posts; therefore, | 
I propose leaving it to the President of the United | 
States, the constitutional commander-in-chief of 
the Army, to decide whether the officer in com- 
mand of any particular post shall be entitled to 
double rations or not. There is the whole ques- | 
tion. 

Now, is the Senate willing to make any amend- 
menttothisbill? My friend from Kentucky says | 
he will vote for no amendment, even though he | 
may consider it necessary and proper. He is 
afraid that if the bill be amended it will be lost 
in the House of Representatives. If that be the 
general opinion of the Senate, no doubt any prop- 
osition which [ may offer by way of amendment | 
will be voted down. 1) 

Mr. WILSON. Irise, Mr. President, for the || 
purpose of giving notice that I shall move to | 
amend the first section of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No amend- 
ment is now in order. The pending question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from California || 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on || 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON. I give notice that when it is | 
in order, I shall move to amend the first section 
of the bill by inserting, after the words ‘‘ each 
commissioned officer of the Army,’’ the words 
‘under the rank of lieutenant colonel.’’ I be- 
lieve that we ought to raise the pay of the majors, 
the captains, and the lieutenants—the subaltern 
officers of the Army. I think the pay of these || 
officers is too small; but it seems to me that the 
pay of lieutenant colonels, of colonels, and of the 

general officers of the Army, is quite large enough 
now, and ought not to be increased. The ex- 
enditures for the Army are very large. When 
Ir. Calhoun was Secretary of War, an army of 
six thousand men was supported, [ think, for less 
than $3,000,000. The expense of a soldier in the | 
Army at that time was about $335. It is now 
$1,200. The expenditures made last year under 
the direction of the Secretary of War are more 
than $14,000,000. I have an estimate, made out, 
I think, by a friend of the Secretary of War, and | 
published in the New Orleans Delta, in which the || 
items are exhibited, showing that the disburse- 
ments under that officer during the past year were | 
about $19,000,000. o. 

1am willing to vote to increase the pay of the | 
subaltern officers of the Army; but P think the 
pay of the lieutenant colonels, colonels, and gen- 
erals, is quite large enough at the present time, 
and that we ought rather to reduce than increase 
the expenditures of the War Department of our 

Government. I am in favor of a small Army, || 
but I am willing to pay that Army well. I want | 
it efficient—an honor to the country; but I believe 
the military department of our Government at the 


expenditures should be reduced rather than in- 
creased. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I will add one word in sup- 
for of the amendment of the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs. Iam very willing to increase 
the pay of the Army, but I am not willing to in- 


crease it in this way if I can do it in any other; i 
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| portunity of looking into it. 
| itary Committee have had an opportunity to do 


| Mittee say six or seven hundred thous 


|| fair compensation. 
| growing out of the nature of the service, which 


| it induces bickering. 
| degree, aiding the social intercourse of the Army, 
| it has a contrary effect. 


| profession. 


nr a — 


and the discussion has been very conclusjye to 
me that we ought to do it in some other way. 
My honorable friend from Kentucky and the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
differ to the extent of vix or seven hundred thou- 
sand dollars upon the effect of this single item of 
double rations. I have not recently had an op- 
I suppose the Mil- 


so. I must look to them. My friend from Ken- 
tucky says it cannot possibly go beyond sixty or 
seventy thousand dollars, and the Military Com- 
dollars, 
on the single point of double rations. Tthink the 
pay of the Army ought to be on the principle of 


| the pay of the Navy, that everybody may know 


what is paid them. Iam willing to give thema 


Some few items in the pay, 


cannot be fixed definite ly, [am willing should be 
left to the Department. Their mileage, their 
quarters and fuel, are necessarily changeable; 
but what can be rendered certain, ought to be 


|| made certain. 


This modeof inéreasing the pay by raising the 
orice of rations, or multiplying rations, is vicious. 
{ concur with the committee that the system of 
double rations (some of it I have had an oppor- 
tunity of seeing) is bad. It induces favoritism; 
Instead. of, in the slightest 


j I shall vote for this 
amendment, because the double ration system is 
wrong; and I will not consent to vote for the in- 
crease of pay in any such form. The twenty 
dollars a month I will vote for. An additional 
increase I believe to be necessary; but I will not 
vote for a bill when there is no Senator here that 


| can tell me what it will come to. 


Mr. CASS. Ihave listened to all that has been 
said on this subject with interest, and I agree very 
much with what has fallen from those members 
who are in favor of the passage of the bill; espe- 
cially I agree with what the honorable Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] has said. Almost 


|| every word he said on this subject meets my full 
| approbation. 


Ar. President, I have long known the Army. 
’ 5S 
I never knew an officer to get rich in it. There 


are officers who have been stationed in favorable | 


locations who have been able, perhaps, to buy 
property, and have been favored ia that respect; 


| but I never yet knew an officer to get rich on his 


pay. I have known a great many officers die; 
they almost all die poor, and almost all leave poor 
and helpless families, It is nota money-making 
An officer of the Army is sent from 
one end of the continent to the other—here to-day, 
on the Pacific to-morrow—liable to be ordered 
about wherever the necessities of the service, or 


| sometimes even the whim of his superiors, may 
| require. 


He has no option; he must go, or leave 
theservice. A large proportion of them—and, in 
my opinion, the more the better—have families. 
Those families they must take care of, either with 


| them, or absent from them. 


I agree with what has fallen from the honor- 


|| able Senator from Kentucky in respect to the 
| character of the American Army. I believe there 
|| is no army in the world more honorable, or faith- 
| ful, or efficient, than the American Army. The 


honorable gentleman has alluded, I think, with 
great happiness, to the conduct and glorious feats 


\, of that Army in Mexico. I shall not follow him. 


You know, and we all know, that they carried 
the standard of their country from Vera Cruz to 
the city of Mexico under difficulties almost insu- 
perable, and such as are rarely to be met with in 
ancient history. In fact, you must go back almost 
to the fabulous ages before you find feats equal 
to those accomplished by the American Army on 


that occasion. 


I repeat, Mr. President, that the Army, in my 
opinion, is an honor to the country. I do notat 


| all agree with the honorable Senator from New 
| Hampshire inthe apprehended danger of a stand- 
present time costs more than it should cost. Its |, 


ing army. A standing army to destroy this Gov- 
ernment of thirty millions of intclligent freemen! 
If this Government lasts until it is overturned by 


| military force, it is destined, in my opinion, to 


a political immortality. It is the idlest of all 
chimeras to hold out to the American people the 
danger from a standing army —a standing army 


that lives like the breath of our nostrils, that may | 


GLOBE, 


be put up to-day and down to-morrow, scattered 
thousands of miles on the surface of the earth 
where there can be no concentration, and when 
the members of the Army are members of the 
American people, interested by themselves and 
their families in the progress and duration of their 
country! No, sir; no, str. No Cromwell—no 
Napoleon is going to enter here, and turn you or 
your successors out of your seat. There is no 
man going to say of the mace in the House of 
Representatives as Cromwell said in England, 
‘Take away that bauble.”? I have no fear of it. 
Standing armies not necessary are to be depre- 
cated, to be sure,in our country,and in all coun- 
tries; but standing armies, soldiers and troops 
necessary to the defense of the country, every 
rational man will support. How are you going 
to protect your frontiers? Your Army are there 
scattered over an immense frontier, here, there, 
and everywhere. You must have them, or you 
must have your citizens forever exposed to the 
incursions of the Indians. 

It is said the Army has increased. To be sure 
ithes. We are referred to the time of General 
Jackson. Why, sir, the country has doubled 
since the days of General Jackson; the extent 
occupied by your military posts has doubled. 
jut more than that, the necessary expense has 
trebled and quadrupled in consequence of the ex- 
yense of transportation, the nature of which has 
een very properly explained by the Quartermas- 
ter General. Itis with extreme difficulty that the 
necessary means are sent to the posts that are 
established and must be established for the pro- 
tection of the country, and it is that cireumstance 
which has occasioned the immense expense under 
which the country now labors. 

*Lagree that it would be better in some respects 
that a fixed salary should be given to our military 


| men; but we have tried the experiment five or six 


times since I have been in the Senate, and before 
that time, and it has met with insuperable difficulty ; 
and most assuredly we are not going to doit at this 


| session. The present system was the early one. 


It began with the establishment of our Army, and 
has come down to this day; and you find the pay 
of officers of the Army under separate heads of 
appropriations. Itis a part now of our military 
system. There may be advantages, and would 
be undoubtedly some advantages, apparently, in 
giving a fixed sum, that every one could see what 
it was; but it is very easy to calculate, and with- 


| out much danger of any great error, the amount 
| received by every officer of the Army. 


I repeat, 
you are not now going to change your system. 
I do not say you will never do it hereafter; but 
when you do comerto make the change, ypu will 
find great difficulties as they have been found 
heretofore. 

Now, speaking about the higher officers of the 
Army, and the bearing of this measure on the 
lower ones, after you have but three or four 
general officers. u have some brevets occa- 
sionally, but they cannot exercise the duty of their 


| brevet ranks unless assigned to it by the Presi- 


| are old men. 


dent. You have only one major general and three 
brigadiers in the line of the Army, and all of them 
Two of them certainly have passed 
their three score and ten, who won their way to 
position and distinction by the highest services to 
their country. 1 do not want to regulate exactly 
what they ought to reccive. [I donotsay it should 


| be a dollar more or less, for I do not kno®; but [ 


am willing to give them such allowances as the 
law fairly gives; and I would not hesitate about 
this bill, which gives relief to ninety-nine out of* 


| one hundred officers, because it might happen to 


give something more to those three general offi- 
cers than I otherwise would give. 

Mr. PUGH. My friend has forgotten the fact 
that there are probably eight or ten brevet briga- 
dier and major generals, and that these officers 


are assigned to their brevet rank, and they derive 


yay. 

Mr. CASS. I said before there were only three 
brigadier generals, except what are assigned by 
brevets. I do not say there are not too many 
brevets. I am opposed to the whole system of 
brevets. I would not have a single brevet officer 
in the Army, if I had my way. But I repeat, 


| after all, the number of officers of high position 
| who receive the benefits of this bill is very small, 
| compared with the advantages to the others. 


Now, with respect to the double rations, I am 
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free to confess there is a change in some circum- || 


stances connected with them. Originally, my 
were undoubtedly given in consequence of ofh- 


cers commanding at posts where there were no || the high officers more than 


retafsa post witha view to retain the double ration [ think our military system is all wrong. 


| for himself or some favorite. 


settlements, and when an officer was passing he | 


called on the commanding officer to entertain him 
asa partof his duty. It does not now exist to 
the same extent. Itis an emolument, but it is 
really one of the few prizes of the Army—one of 
the posts that an officer after long service can 
attain—that is all it is. 

The honorable Senator from California will 
pardon me for saying that he has greatly over- 


estimated the expense of double rations under | 


any possible view, and the Senator from Kentucky 
is correct in the maincalculation. The honorable 
Senator says there are one hundred and nine or 
one hundred and ten double-ration posts. Now, 
allowing every officer to draw $700 a year, that 


multiplied by your posts will not give $100,000. | 


You cannot get up to $100,000, 
Mr. IVERSON. I find that the posts are 


ninety-four, and the aggregate amount of double | 


rations, $31,239 60. Thisis authentic information 
from the War Department. If you add ten cents 


| the revolutionary war. 


Mr. President, this bill may give to some of 
should wish; but 
the pay of officers has hardly been increased since 
I have made inquiry at 
the War Department, and I learn that the lower 
officers are resigning almost every day. There 
is no stimulus to remain; there is no future; there 
is no prospect before them; and unless you do 
something to render their position better, the prob- 


| ability isgbat you will wipe off a large number of 
t 


| the mos 


Ctive portion of the officers in our Army. 
How very few of them remain in this part of the 
country! Very fewindeed. They are almost all 
west of the Mississippi; they are almost all upon 


_ the Indian frontier; they are almost all engaged in 


to the ration, it will give about forty-six thousand |! 


dollars. 


Mr. CASS. 


ator from California to say that it had been stated | 


at six or seven hundred thousand dollars. 
Mr. WELLER. 
singularly unfortunate in making myself under- 


It seems that I have been | 


stood. I said the direct expense of double rations | 


was $40,000; but I said the incidental expenses 
of the double rations, in consequence of the mili- 
tary posts, had been estimated as high as six or 
seven hundred thousand dollars. Thatof course 


covered the expense of transportation to those | 


posts, and the construction of necessary buildings 
to keep the menthere. I desire to get rid of a large 
number of these military posts. 
many military posts between here and California 
—some seventy-five or one hundred men stationed 
at each—not a sufficient number to give protection 
to the settlers, but just enough to provoke the 
attacks of the Indians. I would abolish that sys- 
tem; | would march a regiment overland, to and 
in my judgment, would inspire more fear among 
the A aan and give more protection to the set- 
tlers, than this multitude of small posts. 

Mr. CASS. I shall not enter into a consider- 
ation of the best system of employing the Army, 
whether stationary or movable. 


would work. But how the honorable Senator 
from “California calculates the double ration to 
have anything to do with the establishment or 
retention of posts, I cannot possibly make out. 
Who establishes posts? Who retains posts? 
Not the officers entitled to command in them, but 
the commanding officer of opis alone, sub- 
ject to the orders of the 
commanding officer cannot retain a post to have 
his double rations. 
directed; and the commanding officer of the dis- 
trict should direct him to do it when the post is 
not required. 
high a position would hesitate a moment to 
evacuate a post because it would deprive an offi- 
cer of double rations. He would be unfit for his 
place,if he could be governed by any such con- 
sideration. 


I think there | 
are no circumstances under which both plans | 


He evacuates his post when | 


We have now | 


I thought I understood the Sen- || 


constant Indian hostilities, or constantly watch- 
ing and following the Indians, which is equivalent 
to hostility. You order them to a post to-day; 
they get a little furniture; and to-morrow they 
are ordered five hundred miles off, and have to go, 
too, attheirownexpense. Everything they trans- 
port, and their families go a\their own expense; 
they only get their mileage. Maffy a time in the 
course of an officer’s service, he is compelled to 
break up his establishment, to sacrifice what little 
he has, and move off a thousand miles at a great 
expense, and take his family and make new pro- 
vision for living where he is going to. Thatisa 
part of the difficulty and expense incident to his 


| position which he must meet and does meet. 


Assuming—for I believe every gentleman who 
has spoken on this subjeét has assumed—that the 


| pay of what are called the lower grades of the 
| Army should be increased, certainly including 


captains, and many admit including majors, there 
should be prizes in the service, in the Army and 
Navy. There should be the hope of promotion, 


| the hope of distinction, the hope of greater emol- 


ument. A man is twenty years in the service 
working up to the grade of captain. He does 
not want to stop there. He is not fit to bein the 


| Army if hedoes. He is looking forward to some- 


thing better; and your question is not alone how 


| much a lieutenant colonel ora colonel would be 


t | entitled to under other circumstances, but how 
from the Pacific, every year; and that regiment, | 


much he ought to receive as a matter of hope to 
stimulate officers to the discharge of their duty, 
in looking forward to attain the position for them. 
This is a point in all services. There is no ser- 
vice cades ese where it is not. . 

If we take the bill at this stage of the session, 
as it came from the House of Representatives, 
we may pass it and do justice. It seems to me, 


| on the other hand, that if we tamper with it, and 
| affix amendments to it, we hazard the whole bill. 


r Department. A | 


I repeat, I do not see how the question of the | 


establishment or retention of posts affects the 
question of double rationgat all. The honorable 
Senator seems to suppose (but I am sure he does 
not) that a post is established to make double 
rations, and when there the officer retains the post 
in order to have double rations, I say again, the 


Department, has the right alone to determine 
where posts shall be permanently established and 
when they shall beevacuaied. It has nothing to 
do with the double-ration system, 

The great expenses to which the honorable 
Senator refers in respect to the establishment of 
posts in California and the large buildings there, 
were not for double-ration purposes, and they are 
not retained for that purpose. If they are, the 
officer who does that should be complained of and 
broken instantaneously. It is a serious charge 
against the honor of any high officer that he esta 
lishes a post for the sake of double rations, or 


Under these circumstances I shall vote for the bill 
as it is. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, I had no 
intention or desire to participate in this debate; I 
thought the proposition before the Senate was so 
simple that every Senator’s mind was prepared 


| for action on the subject without entering into a 


general debate. Contrary to my expectation, 
however, the discussion has taken rather a dis- 


| cursive range. I regret extremely to |e compelled 
I presume no man occupying so || i 


to dissent from gentlemen whose experience in 
legislation and military affairs entitles them to my 
respect. The immediate point before the Senate 
is in regard to double rations, and increased pay. 
As to that my mind isconcluded. lam destlaiy 
in favor of the increase of pay and retaining the 
double ration. If we, as a Government, receive 
the services of individuals, it is right that they 


|| should be treated as gentlemen, that they should 
|| receive a competency in requital for their services, 


| 
} 
i} 


and that they should be placed above the pressing 


| necessities of want. We require of these officers 


| services. 


| 


|| P 


ons, | duties that ought to be performed by gentlemen, 
commanding officer of the district, under the War || 


and their recompense should be equivalent to their 
For this reason, Iam unhesitatingly 
in favor of the increased pay and the double ration 
when the officer is in command of a separate 
ost. It is true, an abuse of the power may take 
place; but the Secretary of War has at all times 
the corrective in his hand, and if he be a proper 
executive officer he will prevent any abuse from 
arising in the administration of the affairs of his 
De ent. Whenever anything depends on the 
will and action of an individual we must run the 
risk of abuse; but the fact that the power may be 
injudiciously applied does not militate against the 
principle. 
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ect, 
his 


differ with the venerable Senator from Michi 
for whom I entertain the most profound res 
both for his wisdom and his patriotism an 

sage experience, as to the point of danger to our 
Government from a standing army. T am sure 
he would disclaim the general principle of a stand. 
ing army; but the application of that principle 
to our peculiar condition is the point upon which 
I claim the privilege of dissenting from him, | 
expect no convulsion, no revolution, or usurpa. 
tion, directly by military power against the cop. 
stitutional authorities of this Government, o, 
against the liberties of the people. That is nse 
the way in which the Army will be dangerous to 
our liberties. The danger lies in insidious progres. 
sive marches, in encroachment afterencroachment 

accretion after accretion, to the military power. 
The danger is not from a combination or consolj. 
dation of military force embodied to assail the 
liberties of the country orattack and put down the 
constitutional authorities of the nation. No, sir. 
but it is in the halls of legislation that the danger 
exists. 

Go to the Military Academy, in the first jp. 
stance. There you sce favorites, selected by mem. 
bers of Congress from influential families, Placed 
atthe Military Academy at the public charge, set 
apart to be educated at public expense—an excly- 
sive, privileged order. They concentrate a cer. 
tain degree of influence in behalf of that institution 
which is felt throughout the whole country, and 
is exemplified in the halls of legislation. Fam. 
ilies who have political influence at home control, 
toa certain extent, the election of Representatives 
to the Congress of the United States, and the elec. 
tion of members of the State Legislatures, and 
they go to the Legislatures and lobby for the elec- 
tion of Senators of the United States, and send 
persons here indoctrinated with certain notions in 
favor of the Army, which are to be felt in legisla- 
tion. Sir, let any one here attack the Army or 
the Navy, and you will find that it has advocates 
and sympathizers in the halls of legislation, not 
alone upon L wepaten grounds, but upon individual 
feelings, and the preferences that gentlemen here 
entertain for members of the corps. It is evi- 
dent that personal considerations, sympathy for 
friends, or a desire to conciliate political influence 
at home, do, toa certain, extent control legislation 
in these halls forthe Army. It is the continuance 
of this course which is to make the Army so in- 
fluential as eventually to be dangerous. 

Weare told that there must be a goal to which 
the officer is to march; that the subalterns cannot 
be contented without rank; that an officer is not 
fit for the service of his country who has not the 
spirit of ambition stimulating him to the acquisi- 
tion of higher rank. I admit that this is a noble 
and generous impulse, to a certain extent; and it 
is what the soldier should alw@ys feel. His am- 
bition should be shown by his soldierly deport- 
ment, his becoming gentlemanly conduct, his 
high chivalrous bearing, to commend himself to 
the confidence of his Government, and the admi- 
ration of his comrades, so that he may attain to 
a high and distinguished place in military renown. 
I concede all this; but let me remind Senators 
that this feeling of ambition has been recently 
exemplified most disastrously to one arm of our 
service. Look at the condition of the Navy. 
There the desire for promotion was rife. Rank 
was said to be necessary to promote the junior 
officers. It was said the officers of the Navy 
must be multiplied to give positions to individuals 
and prematurely to give them rank. It was done. 
The noblest spirits of our service have been ruth- 
lessly stricken down, and that arm of the coun- 
uy ’s defense palsied. That is one exemplification 
of the principle of *‘ honorable ambition”? in in- 
ferior rank! As ia have done in the my! 
suppose you will have to do in the Army. You 
must increase the Army to accommodate all the 
aspirants who wish these high distinctions. They 
have been selected, not for any esprit de corps, 
not for robust and athletic constitutions, but from 
a principle of favoritism and influence. It was 
this influence which obtained them a place at the 
Military Academy. After undergoing a proba- 
tion there, they are selected for the purpose of 
leading our armies, and constituting the nucleus 


on which our liberties and the glory of our coun, 
tryaretodepend. As they come forward matured 
for office, I suppose you must increase the Army 
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according to the requirements of the superabund- 
ance of aspirants. You must not only create 
subordinate, but higher ranks to gratify those 
who have passed this probationary course, first 
in the Academy and then in the Army, that they 
may attain that goal which is suggested by the 
dM rable Senator from Michigan, = 

Sir, to this system I objeet. Genius is slum- 
bering in obscurity all around us. There are few | 
inheritors of genius. It is the common property 
of mankind, but it is rarely exhibited. Wash- | 
ington, a Napoleon, a Jackson, may now be in 
obscurity in private life, having no official friends | 
to obtain him a situation at the Military Acad- 
emy, or in the Army of the United States. You 
po officers for the Army as you would make 
mechanical instruments; but, sir, God must stamp 
the soldier and the general, or the impress is 
base. If 1 were to select an army upon which I 
were compelled to depend to save this Republic, 
| would take for my officers active, energetic 
men who were distinguished in the common avo- 
cations of life; | would take the stripling of eigh- | 
teen or twenty from his plow-handle, and invest | 
him with the insignia of an officer, and he would | 
feel all the fullness of manhood in his limbs and 
in his heart. I would not take one who was | 
mechanically formed by artifice; but I would take 
the man whose instincts were noble, whose thews 
and muscles were perfect, who could take hard 
exercise without discipline and drill, who had 
had to act and rely on his own resources for 
position in life. Lwould not take men whose 
position was the mere result of accident or mech- 
anism. I protest against the present system b 
which an exclusive, piveeare order is created, 
and the result of which is, that you may increase 
the Army but you can never decrease it. You 
may tell me that it was decreased after the Mex- | 
ican war when the volunteers were disbanded and | 
returned to their homes. 

Sir, these volunteers are the men who are to | 
come forth from the forest in the hour of peril, | 
and save and rescue your country. It is not a| 
tactician, but it is a genius formed by nature that 
is to lead your armies to victory. The occasion | 
always producesthe men. The call of patriotism | 
will bring them forth from their dells, from their | 
mountain tops, from their gorges. They will | 
come forth as é mighty torrent to overwhelm the 
adversary when one shall come to our soil; and | 
when the mighty work of battle is done, and the | 
redemption of the country is complete, they will 
return to the quiet walks of private life, carrying 
back the delightful recollection of having honor- 











ably and efficiently served their country; and they | 
will receive the warm embraces of family and of 
friends; and the tear of affection will fall from the | 
soldier’s rugged brow. This is the recompense | 
that citizens can have when called from their 





homes when occasion demands adventure or peril | 
or sacrifice of life in defense of the country. 
These are men who come pure from the hand of 
Divinity, stamped with the impress of freemen, 
and willing to perileverything for love of country, 
and who are not impelled by a mere desire to | 
shine in their profession. Sir, I want the citizen- 
soldier to do the mighty deeds of battle—to bear | 
the banner of his country aloft. He is the man | 
upon whom you must rely. 

There is danger of increasing the Army to grat- 
ify the aspirations of men who wish for promo- 
tion, and who are unwilling to be satisfied with 
the boons they have received. Promotion is too | 
slow to suit them. While they are in this con- 
dition, however, I would recompense them for 
their time and service liberally; [ would give them 
the means of gentlemanly subsistence. 

But we are told that outposts are necessary. I | 
deny it. The Senator from California, whose 
manly, practical, and frank course in the Senate 
I have admired, says that the Army would be 
moreefficiently employed by keeping them on the | 





march, and not have them cooped up in pickets 
or in forts. Sir, in these posts they are as inef- 
ficient as a heathen god is in angesyptian temple. 
They can do no good there. They are utterly 
ineficient. They may provoke hostilities from 
the enemy, but nor are inefficient in the work of 
chastisement. Have not all our Indian wars of 
late, upon the Missouri and the Platte, been pro- 
voked by the military stations there? The agents 
have complained, and have said that without the 
army the Indians would have been harmless; but 
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the indiscretion of officers placed in command, | 
without experience ambitious to distinguish them- | 
selves in the piping times of peace, and make || 
glorious war honorable, is such that they commit || 
outrages and provoke wars that fall upon the | 
head of innocence; the mother and the babe alike | 
becoming the victims of exasperated savage feel- || 
ing, provoked by the conduct of the military of || 
our country. In this remark, I do not embrace || 
all our Army officers, but | allude to the inju- | 
dicious selections of young and inexperienced 
officers for these commands, whose hapits, per- 
haps, involve them in excess of conduct. 

Sir, | know the Army; I appreciate it. It is || 
now, I presume, as it was of old, composed of || 
gallant and generous and noble spirits—men of 
the, highest tone, of spotless reputation, and peer- 
less honors. This character, however, only ap- 
plies to them as a class; it does not apply to them 
allasindividuals. I have much respect and much 
sympathy for the Army. Having served in the || 
Army of the United States, with diminished pay, 


| 
| 


to its resources, is entitled to an equal share in its 
favors and its honors. 

Mr WELLER. I desire simply to call the 
attention of the Senate to the real question which 
is now presented for our consideration. There 


| are various questions whicn have been fully, and 


I might say ably, discussed by Senators on this 
floor, which may possibly come up at some future 
day for our determination; they are not now be- 
fore us. Whether it would be politic or not to 
abolish the Military Academy at West Point is 
a question which can be determined whenever 
the appropriation comes up for that institution. 
Nor do I think that the time of the Senate should 
be consumed with eulogizing our Army. Their 
deeds of gallantry are written on every page of 
our country’s history. I am willing to leave 
them there. Our Army, though small, has ex- 
cited the admiration of the world; their deeds of 
daring are unparalleled in the history of man. I 


| will not follow the example of the venerable Sen- 


ator from Michigan in attempting to add anything 


for five years of the most valuable portion of my || to the brilliant luster that has been shed on the 


life, I can never forget the associations of former 
times. I was once classed, and considered it an 





American name by the gallant deeds of our sol- 


|| diers in the Mexican war. 
honor to be classed, with the officers of the Amer- || 


Thus far we agree, that it is necessary and 


ican Army. We must, however, look at things || proper to increase the pay of the Army; that the 


practically. If you withdrew your neers from | 
the frontier, and expended less than one half the 
sum now spent in transportation of their bag- 


ee allowed them by existing laws is 
| wholly inadequate; and that unless the compen- 


|| sation be increased, we shall necessarily lose the 


service of many of the most gallant and useful 





age, independent of their supplies, we should | 
cow peace with every Indian in America. We | 
do not want the troops for war on our borders, | 
because they are in fortresses, and in the very 
view of a fortress, with its artillery pointed, an 
Indian will come and scalp a soldier if he is a | 
little beyond the range of musket-shot, shake the | 
scalp in the face of the fortress, and run away | 
unhurt, and have a gala day with his tribe, in- | 
ducing others to imitate his example. These | 
posts are a provocation to the Indians, an in- | 
vitation to aggression. Spend only the amount | 
which you now devote to transportation, and 
you will have peace with overs I 

borders. 

Mr. President, [ should not have made these 
remarks but that I heard principles announced by 
older minds than mine, more mature in thought, 
clearer in perception, wiser in the range of the 
great practical concerns of the Government, to 
which I cannot consent. I have felt it my duty 
on this occasion to express, with all possible 
deference, my dissent from thase opinions. I 
will vote for this bill as it comes here from the 
House of Representatives. I am prepared to 
sustain the Army ‘to the fullest extent required 
by the necessities or conveniences or comforts 
of the officers; but I never will subscribe to the 
doctrine, that no citizen can be taken from private 
life and placed in the Army. I say the Military 
Academy is the foundation of an exclusive privi- 
leged order. All but graduates of that institution | 
are shut out from the Army, no matter how noble | 
their aspirations, how commanding their genius, 
how peerless their honor. I maintain that ghe | 
boy at his plow handle, if he have supePfor | 
qualities, is as well entitled as the man who has 
undergone a training at West Point. The man 
who has manufactured a military feeling by train- 
ing there, may go into the walks of private life, | 
which are just as open to him as they are to the 
youth who lives by toils and industry, and who 
spends his year alternately—a portion of it at an 
academy, or college, or country school, and the 
rest in toiling laboriously with his hands to store 
his mind with useful practical knowledge. He 
is excluded; while the man who is pampered in 


ease and affluence, because he has political influ- | 


ence, is preferred in this country. It is contrary 


to the genius of our institutions and to the prin- || 


ciples of liberty. I have protested—I shall con- 
tinue to protest against it. : : 
There was lately an accession of four regiments 


to the Army of the United States. Out of nearly || 


two hundred officers appointed there were some 
half dozen or dozen taken from the walks of 
private life, and they were selected through polit- 
ical influence! I say every officer should have 
been taken from the citizens who could have been 
transformed into efficient soldiers. Then was the 
time to exemplify a principle correct in itself, 
that the country is made for all; and every man 
who bears a share in its defense—who toils to 
sustain its glory and its renown and contributes 


ndian on our || 


||men in that Army. Thus far I say the whole 


| Senate agree; and the only question is whether 
| we shall abolish the system of double rations, so 
| far as to place it within the power of the Presi- 
dent of the United States to allow them, under 
| special circumstances, where he may deem it 
| proper? 

This system of double rations had its origin in 
the year 1797. The act of 1802 gave to command- 
ing officers such additional rations as the Presi- 
dent of the United States might from time to time 
| direct, having respect to the special circumstances 
of the case. This is the exact proposition which 
is now pending before the Senate. If this amend- 
ment be adopted, you are virtually thrown back 
| to the act of 1802, which gives double rations in 
such cases only as shall justify it in the discretion 
of the constitutional courmundertipahed Is the 
Senate willing to trustit there? AsI said before, 
| there may be circumstances which would justify 
| the allowance of additional rations at some of 
these posts: such as Newport, Carlisle, and Fort- 
ress Monroe, and other posts visited by travel- 
|ers through our country who desire to see the 


|| operations of our stem. ‘There the President 


doubtless would allow double rations for the 
purpose of defraying the expenses thus incurred; 
but in your Army on the frontier, in Kansas, 
Nebraska, and New Mexico, where they are not 
called upon to incur these expenses, the Presi- 
dent, I take it for granted, under my amendment, 
would not direct the allowance of double rations. 

The whole question, then, resolves itself into 


co are you willing to vote for a necessary 


amendment to this bill, or will you reject it be- 
| cause any amendment will hazard the bill in the 
| other House of Congress? Sir, 1 willdo my duty 
| here, and leave the House of Representatives to 
do their duty. I will vote for an amendment which 
I deem necessary and proper, although Senators 
may tell me that it will hazard the bill, no matter 
what the action of the other branch of Congress 
| may be. However willing I am to increase the 
pay of our Army officers, [ am equally anxious 
| to abolish that which I consider a great abuse in 
the public service. 

I said a short time ago, that I desired to get 
\| rid of many of these military posts. I think, on 
examination, you will find that in the State so 
| ably represented by my friend from Texas, [Mr. 
| Rusx,] they have military posts within a very 
| few miles of each other. I cannot see why they 
are kept up, unless it be to give the commanding 
officer a double ration. I am in favor of abolish- 
ing a multitude of military posts that you have 
established, extending from this to the Pacifie 
| side. You could give to your inhabitants, and 
to travelers and emigrants, a far greater degree 
of protection by marching a regiment annually 
through that country, than by retaining, at enor- 
|| mous expense, these military posts. In other 

words, I do not want these little military posts, 
| with seventy-five men, where you are compelled 
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to pay five dollars a bushel for corn, and where 


| military posts, and I have seen a perishing family 
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the cost of transporting supplies to them is gost || brought in, and supported for a week or ten days, 


extravagant. I would abolish them; but I cannot || and set out and started on their journey, by amil- || effect that can be produced by their importuni- 
get rid of them, in my judgment, in any other || itary officer in command of a post, which would | 


way than by abolishing double rations. 
have insisted on before. 

Now, I wish it distinctly understood that I am 
in favor of increasing the pay of the Army officers. 
No Senator on this floor entertains a higher 
opinion of them than I do. I have been asso- 
ciated with them in scenes of trial and danger; 
and no one in the Senate, [am sure, more highly | 


That I 


appreciates the distinguished services they have || 


rendered to the country, and no one here 1s more 
willing to increase their compensation than I am; | 
but I desire to get rid of this abuse. The prop- | 
osition is simply to abolish double rations in all | 
cases except such as the President of the United | 
States may deem proper for their allowance. 
Mr. RUSK. I disagree entirely with the hon- | 
orable Senator from California as to its being an 
abuse; and the amendment now offered is vastly | 
more objectionable to my mind, and more abuses | 
will grow up under it than under the original | 


amendment to abolish double rations entirely. || 


This amendment proposes to abolish them except 
so far as the President may deem it necessary to 


|| perhaps consume his rations for six months. I 
wer seen a wounded man, who was shot by 
the Indians, brought in, and supported with his 
| family; I Jeft him there, and I have no doubt he 
'| remained there for months. It is nota very com- 
'| fortable place to be stationed, away outside of 
| civilizatiog, to watch the Indians. If we go to 
| save $40,000 in one item (for that is all the argu- 
ment) I think we can find about this city sinecure 
| places enough on which to save double that sum, 
instead of pursuing down the man who is sent, 
| with his family, beyond the limits of civiliza- 

tion. The argument, it strikes me, amounts ¢o 
nothing. 

I know another argument has been incidentall 


As I understand it, it 
| does not affect General Scott at all, except to give 
him an additional allowance of $240 a year on his 
salary, and an increase of fifty per cent. on his 
rations fixed by law. He does not receive double 
| rations. His rationsare fixed by law. Hedoes 

not come in for double rations, and all the increase 





} 


| 





| 
| 
| 


i 


| alluded to about the additional allowance this bill | 
|| gives to General Scott. 


allow them. What is to be the result of that? || is on his pay and the commutation price of the | 


‘To open the door to applications, political and per- 
sonal, and constant annoyances for the President. 
It may result in favoritism from ignorance, not 
from a disposition to do injury in allowing double 


rations at posts under his eye, where he knowsthe || 
1! 


facts, and disallowing them at other points where 
he does not know the facts. 
I differ entirely with the Senator from California 
in regard to these posts. Discontinue your posts 
on the overland route to California, and how will 
you get any emigration to that country by land 
across the country? He says he would march | 
a regiment of men with a parcel of emigrants. 
They are discordant materials to march together. 
Any man of experience knows they are discord- | 
ant. ‘Talk about saving an expense by abolish- | 
ing posts and marching troops each year! Let 


the calculation be made, and the increase of ex- |! 


pense will be seen to be on the other side. By } 
the establishment of these posts you settle the 
country, you give protection, you give a resting 
place to emigrants, you invite settlements, and 
those settlements around the posts aid in preserv- 
ing peace, 

Mr. WELLER. I can show my friend from 
Texas, I think, military posts kept up at a great | 
expense for years, where thegg is no settlement | 
for fifty miles. 

Mr. RUSK. That may be true, because they 
may be too far out; but yet they may be on an | 
emigrant route. Is the Senator going to get clear 
of that by the abandonment of the double ration? 
Clearly not. It will not be a drop in the bucket 
with regard to the establishment of these posts. 
I do not think it is creditable to the Secretary of 
War or to the President now to use the argument 
that they have established these posts for the mere 
little pittance of double rations. 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator has no authority 
for saying thatthe President and Secretary of War 
have done any such thing. I have no authority 
to speak for the President or Secretary of War. 

Mr. RUSK. But the argument proceeds on | 
the ground that the posts are established for this 
»urpose, a8 a matter of course, because the Pres- 
ident and Secretary of War are ignorant of where 
they ought to be, and perhaps interested inform- 
ation has been given to them for their establish- 
ment at wrong places. That may be so, has been 
so, and will be so; but that is not chargeable to 
the system of double rations. 

Nor is the additional expense of transportation, | 
amounting to seven or eight hundred thousand | 
dollars, at all chargeable on the double rations. | 
Abandon the double-ration system, and you will | 
not reduce the expense of transportation a dollar, | 
if 1 understand the question. They do not take | 
the rations in kind, they take the commutation; | 
and will-it inerease your transportation to pay | 
them thirty cents a ration? I cannot see it. It | 
is a sort of reasoning which I do rot understand | 
atall, i think it is a good allowance, so fur as | | 
have been able to see its operation; and I have | 
seen something of the operation of this double | 
ration in imposition upon officers at distant posts, | 


Thave been far out beyond the settlements, at | 


|| Mr. WELLER. 


/ration. It stands precisely the same increase 
_ under the bill from the House of Representatives 
as under the amendments of the 
| mittee. 
| Under all the circumstances, in my opinion, 
even if this were an abuse, the Senate ought to 
| look into it before undertaking to remedy it in this 
way, because we have committed greater abuses 
by hurried legislation of this description; but if 
| it is so we ought not to hazard the bill on a sup- 
posed abuse. In fact, 1 shall vote against it on 
deliberation, unless better convinced. 
1 do not desire to prolong 
| the debate; but the Senator from Texas differs 
with me as to the propriety of continuing a mul- 
| titude of military posts scattered over our fron- 
tier, ‘That is a question of public policy on which 
Senators may well differ in opinion. 


ilitary Com- 


| somewhat frontier men, who have been at military 


| posts, are alone competent to determine it. In| 


| other words, with all the practical knowledge 
| that my friend from Texas has acquired, I would 
| rather take the opinion of the head of a Depart- 


| ment having charge of this particular business | 


| as to the amount of expense incurred in conse- 
| quence of double rations, than take his. I hope 


‘| the Senator from Texas will not take that un- 


| kindly. 

Mr. RUSK. Not at all. 

Mr. WELLER. I should prefer -taking the 
| opinion of one who has made it his business to 
| understand that, to the opinion of one who, in 
| the multitude of other engagements, has given 
| very little attention to it. I doubt not that the 
| Senator from ‘Texas has witnessed the scenes 
| whieh he represents—that he has seen whole fam- 
| ilies brought into these posts and relieved; but I 
| venture to say, if he had looked into the expense 
| of supporting those families, he would have found 
that it fell equally on the subordinate officers with 


|| the commandant. I have seen at San Diego large 


quantities of rations issued to emigrants, but I 
| never heard that they came out of the double 
| rations of the commandant of the post. There is 
a regulation on these distant posts which author- 

izes the commanders of military posts to furnish 
| rations to persons in need of ‘them, to emigrants 

who were passing, though at the cost of the ration 
| if they have money; but without money, and 
without price, if they are poor and penniless, as 
my friend represents that the family was whom 
_ he saw at the military post of which he speaks. 
| Ihave been out on the frontier; and the expense 
| of maintaining strangers and visitors did not come 
| at all out of the double rations of commanders, 





| but fell equally on the officers associated together 


| in the mess. 4 | 
I agree with the Senator that it is hard service 
to place a man on the extreme frontier, beyond 


| the limits of civilization, surrounded by In 8, 
| with only seventy-five or one hundred men under 





| his command, with large bands of Indian war- 


It is no desirable place for an 
officer; but they are the worst paid officers in the 
| Army. There are a great many Army officers 


riors around him. 


. 


' I do not | 
think the Senator from Texas or myself, although | 
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here, more in my judgment than the service de. 
mands, and we have a striking illustration of the 





ties, and no man has been more importuned than 
I have been. I say no man has been more im. 
ortuned to take this bill as it came from 
ouse of Representatives than I have been; } t 
| @ high sense of public duty required that I should 
| offer this amendment, and I did not choose to 
| yield to those importunities. 

The Senator from Texas says there will be an 
abuse of this delicate power which I propose to 
invest in the President—a delicate power to jp. 
vest in the constitutional commander of the Army 
—the right of determining at what military posts 
double rations shall be allowed. Will my friend 
from Texas say this abuse can be continued be. 
cause it would be a delicate power to place in the 
hands of the President? Is he willing, by voting 
against this amendment, to say that the com- 
mander-in-chief of your Army shall not decide 
where double rations are to be allowed to the com- 
mandants? There is the whole question. 

Ihave said it was an abuse. My friend from 
Texas contradicts me. I have said from all the 
information I can get from the proper Department 
it superadds an expense of $600,000 or $700,000 
a year. ITfeadds another hundred thousand, and 
makes it $800,000. I only said between $600,000 
and $700,000, although gentlemen much better 
acquainted with it than myself put itat a million; 
but I took it at the lowest estimate given to me 
BS pe ncory who ought to know. 

he whole question, then, isthis: will the Pres- 
| ident of the United States abuse this power? M 
friend from Texas fears that he will. Iam will- 
| ing to trust him. I am willing that the com. 
mander-in-chief of your Army under the Constitu- 
tion shall determine at what posts double rations 
shall be allowed; and my word for it, if that 
| power be vested in any President whom either 
| the Senator or myself is apt to vote for, there is 
no danger that he cannot discriminate between 
| the important and unimportant posts. There are 
| a vast number of posts in Texas that in my judg- 
ment are unnecessary; but I do not wish to pro- 
| 





voke my friend on the merits of those posts. I 
think many of them are too close together. You 
give a lieutenant command of a pogt in order that 


| he may draw eight rations instead of four. These 
|| posts are continued there much longer than they 


| ought to be; but I will not prolong the debate. 
The Senate can dispose of the matter as they 
please; I have no pride in regard to it. If the 
| Senate are unwilling to agree to any amendment, 
but wish to pass the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives, I am sure I have no 
cause to complain. 
| Mr. ADAMS. It is not my purpose to con- 
tinue the debate. I only wish to'say, that I sha. 
vote for the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee—not that I like it as amended by the chair- 
man; I prefer it as reported by the committee. 
I shall then vote for the amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Tennessee, liking that prop- 
osition greatly better than either of the others. 

I think it is a little strange that the statement 
of the Senator from California should have been 
so misapprehended and misunderstood by Sena- 
tors on this floor. I understand him to say that 
the point now under consideration—that of double 
rations to officers in command of posts—results 
in its consequences in the enormous expenditure 
of between six and seven hundred thousand dol- 
larsa year. The Senator explained, as I think 
very clearly and satisfactorily, why the Secretary 
of War had come to that conclusion. _[t results 
from the frailty of human nature. An officer is in 
command of a post, and is receiving double rations, 
which are an indirect payment for his services. 
The Secretary of War has control of those points, 
and he must rely on the commandant for inform- 
ation as to what time it becomes proper that the 
post should be discontinued, and the very great 
expense of keeping it up stopped; and in conse- 
quence of this in@trest, the Senator says there 1s 
an incidental and necessary expense to the Gov- 
ernment of between six and seven hundred thou- 
sand dollars. That is all he said; and yet every 
argument in reply to him has been as to the exact 
amount of the commutation of double rations. 
The Senator has never made such a proposition. 

I am’ perfectly willing to increase the pay of 
Army officers to as great an extent as a majority 
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of the Senate may be in favor of, if you will pay 
them in dollars and cents, as Navy officers are 
aid; but the present mode of paying them indi- 
rectly in commutation for rations, commutations 
for servants and horses, operates unjuaily. It 
operates as & fraud on the country; and no one, 
unless he is an accounting officer, can know how 
much is paid to our Army officers. 

| have remarked that injustice is done to the 
different officers, because some receive more pay 
than others. Under the present regulations, all 
the officers of particular grades are entitled to so 
many servants and so many horses. By a kind 
of fiction of construction, whether they have those 
horses and servants or not, they receive commu- 
tation for them. General Jesup and other officers 
refused to certify, on honor, that they had the 
horses when they did not, in fact, have them. A 
large portion of the Army, by some construction, 
considered that they were entitled to them, and 
therefore had them, although, in fact, they did no 
have them. ‘Those who give the certificate on 
honor, as the law requires, receive the commu- 
tation; while others, more conscientious, do not 
receive it. 

I shall vote for the proposition of the Senator 
from Tennessee to pay the officers of the Army 
as you pay the officers of the Navy—so much to 
each grade; and I shall vote for the amendment 

roposed by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
Lolsving that this double pay only serves as an 
injury, and not asa _— If the officers in com- 
atet posts areentitled to double commutation, 
why not say directly that they shall have double 
pay? Fixit indollars and cents. It is intended 
that they shall receive it in money. They do 
receive it in money, and not in kind. Why not 
do it? Will any Senator here give any reason 
why you should not pay whatever their services 
are worth directly, and not do it by indirection? 
] have long since determined not to pay money 
by indirection; but I will vote for anything reason- 
able that may be proposed by a direct payment.- 

Mr. CLAY. ‘The Senator from Mississippi 
{[Mr. Apams] has anticipated me in almost all I 
intended to say in explanation of my vote. Like 


every Senator, I believe, who has addressed the 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| because he is entitled to this complement of |! ment is the correct one—that enlisted men meant 





| | 


horses and servants, certifies that he has them, 
| and he obtains the pay. 


i 
| 
i 
} 


temptation to fraud and false statements, and I 


will not be an accessory before the fact to the per- | 


etration of these offenses, and I should feel that 
| 1 was, if I voted for a system which constantly 


| tempted the officer to a misstatement of the true | 


number of horses, or the true number of servants 
| he may have. 

I want them all paid alike, and I gant them 
vo in a manner thateverybody can understand. 
| 1 will vote for an increased compensation, but I 
| will not vote for it as long as this system is gb- 

served which we are assured has been the source 
| of a great deal of abuse. I am told of certain 
| incidents which I shall not designate; but if a 
| question is made about it | shall perhaps offer 
| some proof. 

Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment to the amendment; and they 
were ordered. 
| Mr. FESSENDEN. Let it be read. 
| The Secretary read the amendment tothe amend- 
| ment, which was to strike out the third section 
| reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and to insert: 

Sec. 3. 


And be it further enacted, That hereafter double 


| rations for command of posts garrisoned with troops, are | 


| prohibited, unless specially ordered by the President of the 


| United States ; and all Jaws and regulations contrary tothe | 


provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 33; as follows: 
| Geyer, Green, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of Tennessee, Ma 
son, Pugh, Sebastian, Thompson of Kentucky, ‘Toombs, 
| Toucey, and Weller—17. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
| nessee, Benjamin, Bigler, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Cass, 
Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Fessenden, Fish, 
Fiteh, Foot, Foster, Gwin, Houston, Iverson, James, Jones 
of lowa, Mallory, Nourse, Reid, Rusk, Seward, Slidell, 


| Thomson of New Jersey, Trumbull, Wilson, Wright, and | 


| Yulee—33. 
| So the amendment to 
| rejected. 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 


the 


Senate, I desire to increase the pay of certain || now is on the amendment of the committee to 
officers of the Army. I think the pay of officers || insert, as the third section: 


below the rank of general ought to be increased. 


That from and after the passage of this act, additional 


I do not think the pay of your major and brig- | or double rations for command are prohibited; and all laws 


adier generals, and more especially of the lieu- 
tenant general, should be increased; but I will 
not vote for this bill, or for any increase of the 


| contrary to the provisions of sections of this law be, and 
the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. FESSENDEN called for the yeas and nays; 


pay unless some amendment similar to that sug- |; 20d they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 


gested by the Committee on Military Affairs be 
adopted. I am opposed to this system of paying 
for rations, and of paying commutation money. 
It is a system bad in ee and vicious in 
pooenes: I am opposed to any system of pub- 


—yeas 19, nays 28; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Clay, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, 


| Green, Hunter, Johnson, Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Reid, | 


| Slidell, Stuart, Toombs, Toucey, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, 
| and Wilson—19. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Tennes- 


ic expenditure which is not intelligible to every || see, Benjamin, Bigler, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Cass, 


man who can read the English language, and who 
has common sense. Secret service money is 
always justly odious; and yet the pay of the offi- 
cers of the i 
commutation, is very much in the nature of secret 
service money. Noman who is nota professional 
man can understand what they get. I cannot tell, 
even with the instruction which has been given me 
by gentlemen who are conversant with military 
affairs, how to estimate the pay of your major gen- 
erals and lieutenant general, or any subordinate 
officer. The people of this country have a right 
to know what is paid to public officers, and how 
it is paid. 

This system, too, is the source of a great deal 


of abuse, notwithstanding the protest of my hon- || the pay of non-commissioned officers and privates 
| of the Army. It was so construed at the Depart- || 


orable friend from Texas, (Mr. Rusx.] For in- 
stance, the Senator from Mississippi has just 


rmy, in respect to their rations and || 


Collamer, Crittenden, Dodge, Fessenden, Fish, Foot, Fos 
| ter, Gwin, Houston, Iverson, James, Jones of Iowa, Mal- 


| lory, Nourse, Pugh, Rusk, Seward, Thomson of New Jer- | 


| sey, Wright, and Yulee—28. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an- 
other amendment of the committee, to add: 
|} Sec. 4. And beit further enacted, That the words “ non- 
| commissioned officers, musicians, and privates,’ in the 
| first section of the act entitled * An act to increase the pay 
of the rank and file of the Army, and to encourage enlist- 
| ments,’? approved August 4, 1854, shall be construed to 
| include all enlisted men of the Army of the United States. 
| Mr. CASS. Is there any doubt about them ? 
| Mr. WELLER. The only object is to carry 
| out the intention of Congress in 1854, in raising 


brought to the notice of the Senate a fact which || nance. 


I suppose cannot be disputed, that you find men 


| Mr. CASS. They said ‘enlisted men’’ did 


of the same rank in the Army engaged in the || not mean enlisted men? 


same service, occupying the same post, for the 
same period of time, perhaps, receiving widely 


unequal pay; the aggregate compensation of one || me the exact expression of the former law? Was | 
exceeds the com- || it “‘ all enlisted men of the Army?”’ 


through a series of years great 
pensation of the other. hefice this inequality 
of compensation—the higher pay allowed to the 


| Mr. WELLER. Yes. 
Mr. COLLAMER. Can the gentleman tell 


Mr. WELLER. I think so. 


| 
| Mr.COLLAMER. This isthe same language, 


one, and the lower pay tothe other? Itis because |/ and does not include them any more. 


the one has conscientious scruples in aes 
ich || bt 


that he has a certain number of horses to w 


This is a system which holds out a constant | 


YEAS— Messrs. Adams, Allen, Clay, Evans, Fitzpatrick, | 


amendment was 


| ment as to exclude the enlisted men of the-ord- | 


Mr. CASS. The amendment may be proper, || 
t | but 1 submit to the honorable Senator whether it || eral. 
he is entitled, for which forage is furnished, and || is worth while to push it on this bill. It will | 


acertain number of servants to which he is en- || hazard the bill. am just informed, on good | 


all men enlisted, but it did not mean all em- 
yloyés hired for particular purposes, and was not 
intended to do so. 
| Mr. WELLER. The language in the act of 
1854 is ** non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
|| and privates;’’ and that was held not to include 
|| the enlisted men in the Ordnance department. 
Mr. CASS. They did not use the term ‘* ens 
|| listed men.”’ 

Mr. WELLER. No; and therefore they say 
it did not extend to ordnance men, though they 
| are enlisted. 

Mr. CASS. It seems to me it is not well to 
hazard the bill on this amendment. 

Mr. RUSK. Wean put it on an appropria- 
|} tion bill? 
|| Mr. WELLER. These men are justly entitled 
|| to the additional pay, and I trust we shall give it 
\ to them. 
|| ‘The amendment was rejected. 
|| Mr. WILSON. I propose to move an amend- 
| ment to this bill. Ido not know that any other 
|| Senator will vote for it; but I believe it right, and 
|| | make the motion. Iam willing to vote to in- 
|| crease the pay of the subordinate officers, but I 
|| believe the lieutenant colonels, the colonels, and 
generals of the Army are adequately paid now. 
I move to insert after the words * each commis- 
sioned officer of the Army,’’ the words “ under 
the rank of lieutenant colonel;’’ so that the in- 
creased pay will apply to majors and all officers 
|| of inferior rank. 

Mr. PUGH. I move toamend the amendment 
by striking out ** lieutenant colonel’’ and insert- 
| ing ** brigadier general.”’ 
|| ‘The amendment to the amendment was» re- 
|| jected. 
|| The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President 

Mr. WELLER. 1 appeal to my friend from 
Tennessee to abstain from offerthg his amend- 
ment. The question has been settled by the Sen- 
ate. It is impossible to correct these abuses in 
the Army so long as we have so many officers in 
|| this city; and I suggest that we may as well let 
|| them have the increased pay which the Senate 
|| have already decided they shall have. 
|| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | would yield with 
| infinite pleasure to my friend from California if I 
|| did not feel that I had a public duty to perform. 
Iam satisfied that the bill is wrong; I am per- 
|| fectly satisfied in my own judgment that it will 
| work evil to the country and to the Army; apd I 

should be false to myself and false to my position 
if I did not attefnpt, as far as I could, to remedy 
it. That is my object. | do notexpect to succeed 
with this amendment, but | hope to spread it 
| on the record with my vote for it. Whether it 
receives the vote of another Senator or not, is 
wholly immaterial to me. + 

I have devoted much time to this subject. I 
have been thinking about it for years; and I feet 
‘| assured that if I had time, and the Senate was in 
|} a condition now to listen to amendments, I could 

satisfy the Senate that they are making a mistake. 

But the new doctrine which has obtained here 

recently, since | came into the Senate, that it will 
| not do for us to make amendments to House 
| bills for fear of losing them, in my judgment is 
one of the most dangerous pre@tdents ever estab- 
lished. I will not, so far as my vote goes, add 
anything to that rule or that precedent. When 
offering my amendment, I do it under these con- 
|| victions, and I wish to make a single remark, for 
| 1 do not want to detain the Senate. 

In the schedule that I present to the Senate, 
fixing the pay, I have endeavored to ascertain, as 
nearly as | could, what was the actual pay of the 
various grades now. i have a report made to the 
House of Representatives last year, giving the 
| actual pay of every officer in the Army. I have 

gone over itcarefully; I have had an experienced 
| clerk to go over it carefully, and ascertain, as 

nearly as we could, what was the average pay of 

the different grades. I have taken that as a basis. 
| Then I have added a fair and a reasonable, and 

I think a generous increase of salary, and it ia 
/ upon that basis that I offer the amendment, Let 
me illustrate, beginning with the lieutenant gen- 
What does he get now? He received last 
year $9,714 78, and claims that he was entitled 
to a great deal more. There is a controversy 


| 
| 
| 
| 








titled; the other, with more elastic conscience, || authority, that the construction of the Depart- || growing out of the very difficulty we are now 
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attempting to obviate. I place his pay at $12,500 | 
—an increase over the actual receipt of last year. 
Then I come to the major general. What did | 
General Wool receive last year? Seven thousand | 
eight hundred and twelve dian. I put the fixed | 
pay at $7,000. Why? Because the very next | 
general—General T wiggs—received $3,232. Gen- | 
eral Wool received nearly $8,000, and General 
Twiggs $3,232. I fix the pay of major general 
at $7,000. I then come down to brigadier general, 
and fix the pay at $6,000. That is something 
above the aggregate average of the pay of that 
rade; and so on down through the whole list. 
he chief increase, however, will be found in the 
lower grades. I think the evil in the Army is to 
be found in the bad pay of the lower grades, from 
major down, and the increase, therefore, is chiefly 
on them—captains, and first and second lieuten- 
ants. I offer the amendment. The Senate may 
dispose of it as they please. I move it as a sub- | 
stitute for the whole bill afier the enacting clause: | 


That the pay, rations, allowances, and other emoluments | 
of the commissioned officers of the Army, as authorized by 
the existing laws and regulations, (except traveling ex- 
penses when under orders, which shall be paid atthe actual | 
cost thereof,) shall under no circumstances exceed the fol- | 
lowing amounts, respectively: Brevet lieutenant general, 
$12,500; major general, $7,000; brigadier general, $6,000 ; | 
colonel, $4,000; lieutenant colonel, $3,500 ; major, $3,000 ; | 
captain, $2,500 ; lieutenant, $1,600; captain of cavalry, | 
$2,500 ; lieutenant of cavatry, $1,700. | 

“Artillery and Infantry.—Colonel, 34,000 ; lieutenant col- 
one! , $3,309 ; major, $3,000 ; captain, $2,200 ; first lieuten- | 
ant, $1,600; second and brevet lieutenants, $1,400; pay- | 
master general, $4,000; deputy paymaster general, 33,200 ; 
paymasters, $5,00); surgeon general, $4,000 ; surgeons of 
the first class, (173,) $4,000 ; surgeons of the second class, | 
(149,) 43,000 ; surgeons of the third classs, (126,) $2,000; 
surgeons of the fourth class, (182,) $2,000; surgeons of the | 
fifth class, (85,) $2,000, 

Ste. 2. And be it further enacted, That military store- 
keepers whose salary is now $1,250 shal! hereafter receive | 
$1,500 per annum each, with the fuel and quarters ofa cap- 
tain of the Army; those whose salary is now $800 shall 
hereafter receive $1,000, with the quarters and fuel of a 
lieutenant of the Army, and that the master armorers at the 
national armories shall receive $1,500 each, the principal 
clerk at each of these armories $1,200 per annum, and each 
of the other clerks $1,100 per annum. 


Mr. COLLAMER. If I understood the gen- 
tleman, he desires to increase the pay of inferior 
officers. Does his amendment increase the pay 
at all? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Ido not understand it so. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It increases very | 





‘ 
| 


materially the pay of lieutenants and captains. I | 
believe most of the lieutenants are receiving about | 
eleven hundred dollars. I believe the average is 
something like eleven or twelve hundred dollars. 
Mr. COLLAMER. I understand from the | 
reading of this paper, for we have not had it | 
seine that it does not propose to give them any- | 
thing. It only provides that their pay shall not | 
exceed so much, but it does not propose to give | 
themanything. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
wishes it to go up to that point he can fix it ab- | 


solutely, I endeavored to conform to the wish 
of others. The amendment is open to amend. | 
ment. 


Mr. COLLAMER. But the point is, does it 
give them increased pay? 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would fix it so, | 
but other Senators wished a margin left. The 
Senator can mov@his amendments. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I do not inquire as to any 
amendments, but as to the present standing of | 
this - enmereen does it give any increase of pay | 
at all? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. L intended it to be 
in its present words. Some who agreed with me | 
in principle insisted that it should not be made ab- | 
solute, but limited. No officer can go beyond this. | 

Mr. COLLAMER,. But it does not provide 
for going up to it. 

r. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I will mod- | 
ify the amendment so as to strike out the words | 
** shall under no circumstances exceed the follow- | 
ing amounts,’’ and insert ** shall be as follows.”’ | 

r. PUGH called for the yeas and nays; and | 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— | 
yeas 17, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Alien, Clay, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, 
Hunter, Johanson, Jones ot Tennessee, Mason, Pugh, Sebas- | 
tia, caaell, ‘Toombs, Toucey, Trumbull, Wade, and Wel- 
CrT—ti. 

NAYS—Mesers. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 
nessee, Benjamin, Digler, Brodhead, Browa, Butler, Cass, 
Collaner,Crittenden, Dodge, Evans, Fessenden, Fish, Fuot, 











Foster, Green, Gwin, Houston, Iverson, James, Mallory, 
Nourse, Reid, Rusk, Seward, Stuart, Thomson of New 
Jersey, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—31. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HUNTER. I see that there is a fixed 
determination in the Senate to allow no amend- 
ment to this bill, and therefore 1 shall not offer 
mine. I wish simply to say that I would have 
voted for the bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives if limited by a maximum, so as 
to make it certain that no officer should get over 
a certain amount; but it is not the pleasure of the 
Senate too it, and I am not disposed to waste 
time. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amtndment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cuttom, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills; 
which thereupon received the signature of the 
President pro tempore: 

An act for the relief of the officers and privates 
of the Clinton Guards, of the county of Macomb, 
in the State of Michigan; 

™ act for the relief of Dr. James Morrow; 
an 

An act for the relief of William Craig. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. WELLER. I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. No. 
072) to increase the efficiency of the Army by 
retiring disabled officers. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand the effect of 
taking that bill up and adjourning on it will be to 
give it precedence to-morrow. I am not willing 
to do that, and I hope the Senate will not do it. 

Mr. ADAMS. And therefore I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to have the bill taken 
up now, that it may come up to-morrow as the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WELLER. How can the motion to ad- 
journ be made while I am on the floor? I said I 
hoped the Senate would proceed to the consider- 
ation of that bill. It contains some provisions 
different from the one presented at the last session 
of Congress. It contains a clause of this sort, 
that whenever an officer is reported to the Presi- 
dent as disabled, he may eile a court-martial, 
and have him regularly tried under the rules and 
regulations of the Army now in force, and that 
no officer shall ever be dropped from the Army 
otherwise than by a fair trial. It is voluntary, 
and allows the officer to go and make application 
fora hearing, and therefore makes retirement hon- 
orable. I hope the Senate will take it up. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thought there was a motion 
to adjourn made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion 
of the Senattr from California is before the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


I move that the Senate ad- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvuespay, February 17, 1857. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain of the Senate, Rev.S. P. Hut. 


CALL OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. ALLEN. There is evidently no quorum 


»resent, and I move that there be a call of the 
fiéiess. 


The motion was agreed to. ; 
The roll was called, when the followiag mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 8S. Bennett, 
Billinghurst, Bigham, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Burnett, 
James H. Campbell, Bayard Clarke, Howell Cobb, Covode, 
Cullen, Damret!, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Jacob C. 
Davis, Dick, Dickson, Dowdell, Edmundson, 5 HE) Em- 
rie, English, Eustis, Hagler, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, 
Galloway, Garnett, Giddings, Gilbert, Augustus Hall, Samp- 
son W. Harris, L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hiek- 
man, Hoffman, Valentine, B. Horton, J. Glaney Jones, 
Keitt, Kelsey, Kennett, Kidwell, Kunkel, Lindley, Lump- 
kin, MeCarty, Smith Miller, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, , 
Peck, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Purviance, Reade, Ritchie, 
Rivers, Roberts, Rust, , Savage, Seward, Shorter, Wil- 
liam K: Smith, Stephens, ' ylor, Trippe, U ;Valk, 
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Warner, Watkins, Watson, Welch, Wi i 
Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer Daniel B, 
A quorum being now present, on motion of 
Mr. Sarr all further proceedings in the call were 
= d with. 
he Journal of yesterday was then read and 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, b 
Mr. Dicks, its Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed a resolution (8. No. 
52) to return to the land office at Vincennes. 
Indiana, certain deeds transmitted to the General 
Land Office by the board of commissioners, ay. 
pointed under the ** Act to ascertain and adjust 
the titles to certain lands inthe State of {ndiana,” 
approved July 27, 1856; in which he was directeq 
to ask the concurrence of the House. 

Also, that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, the following bills of the House: 

An act (No. 240) for the relief of the officers 
and privates of the Clinton Guards, of the county 
of Macomb, in the State of Michigan; 

An act (No. 388) for the ielief of Dr. James 
Morrow; and 

An act (No. 480) for the relief of William 
Craig. 





- 


SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH. 
Mr. WAKEMAN. Irise toa privileged ques. 


tion. I callup for consideration the motion which 
was entered a few days since, to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill to expedite telegraphic 
communication for the uses of the Government in 
its foreign intercourse, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman from 
New York allow me to enter a motion to recon- 
sider? 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I have no objection. 

Mr. WALKER. I desire to have entered a 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the House 
yesterday referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Senate bill (No. 411) 
for the continuation of the improvement of the 
harbor of Mobile. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion will be entered, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I believe that bill 
makes an appropriation, and it will have to be 
considered first in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It will have to be so consid- 
ered unless the House suspend its rules, so as to 
dispense with that necessity. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEE OWN PRINTING. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I desire to submit two or 
three reports from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. That isa privileged matter, 
and is in order. 

Mr. NICHOLS thereupon, from the Commit- 
tee on Printing, made an adverse report upon the 
petition of the officers and members of the Acad- 
emy of Sciences of Cleveland, Ohio, for the pub- 
lication, under the authority of Congress, of the 
discoveries, &c., of the North Pacific exploring 
expedition; which was laid upon the table. 

r. N. also, from the Committee on Printing, 
on the part of the House, to whom it was referred 
to inquire iato the expediency of printing one 
thousand extra copies of the annual report of the 
Director of the Mint, reported that the cost per 
copy of said report will be two cents, and sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was agreed 
to: 

Resulved, That there be printed, for the use of the Di- 
rector of the Mint, one thousand copies of said report. 

Mr. N.also, from the same committee, to whom 
it was referred to inquire into the expediency of 
printing extra copies of the mechanical report of 
the Commissioner of Patents for the year 1856, 
reported that the cost per copy of said report will 
be $1 20, and submitted the following resolution, 
upon which he called the previous question: 

Resolved, That there be printed of the mechanical por- 
tion of the Dost Diiee report for 1856, sixty thousand 
copies; fifty for the use of the House, and ten 
thousand for the use of the Patent Office. 

Mr. SAGE. I desire to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing, what is the 
usual number of these reports that is printed? 
Mh. ape om is the number that has 

n printed for the two sessions. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
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main question ordered; and under its operation, | rules be suspended, and that the House resolve || he had been present when his name was called, 


— Se 


the resolution was agreed to, 
PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. CARLILE. [ask the unanimO® consent 
of the House to allow me to offer the following 
resolution, to which there will be no objection: 

Resolved, That the draughtsman of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be requested to prepare and lay before Congress | 
at its next session, a tabular statement of the disposition of | 
the public lands up to the 30th of June, 1857, in the several 
jaud States and ‘Territories, showing—l1. The area of land | 
States and Territories, exclusive of water, in square miles 
and acres. 2. Number of acres surveyed up to June 30, 
1857. 3. Number of acres unsurveyed on June 30, 1857. 
4, Number of acres offered for sale up to June 30, 1857. 5. | 
Number of acres sold up to June 30, 1857. 6. Donations 
and grants for schools, universities, &c. 7. Grantsfordeaf | 
and dumb asylums. 8. Grants for internal improvements. 
9, Grants for individuals and companies. 10. Grants for 
seats of government and public buildings. 11. Grants for 
militaryservices. 12, Reserved forsalines. 13. Reserved 
for benefit of Indians. 14. Confirmed private land claims. 
15. Reserved for companies, individuals, and corporations. 
16. Swamp land granted to States. 17. Railroad grants. 
18. Total of unsold and unappropriated of offered and un- 
offered lands on June 30, 1857. And the better to enable 
the said draughtsman to prepare the statement desired, the | 
Commissioner of the Land Office is requested to afford him 
the facilities in his office. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I shall object to that resolu- 
tion in its present shape. It is very unusual—I 
believe there is no such case to be found—for Con- 
gress to call upon a clerk in a Department to fur- | 
nish us with information which should properly 
come from the head of the Department. The 
Secretary of the Interior is the person to be called 
upon. 

Me. CARLILE. Well, I have no objection to 
let the resolution be altered in that way. The 
Clerk will substitute ‘* the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior’’ for ** the draughtsman of the House of Rep- 
resentatives.”’ 

The resolution was altered accordingly; and 
there being no objection, it was agreed to. 


SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH, 


The question recurred on Mr. Barsour’s mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote whereby the act (S. 
No. 493) to expedite telegraph communication 
for the uses of the Government in its foreign in- 
tercourse, was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I call the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. On that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.SHERMAN. If the motion to reconsider 
should prevail, would it be in order to amend the 
bill? I desire to vote for it, but I cannot do so in 
its present shape. I cannot agree that our Gov- 
ernment should be bound by any contract with 
any private incorporated company for fifty years; 
and the amendment I desire to offer will reserve 
the power to Congress to determine the proposed 
contract after ten years. 

The SPEAKER. If the motion to reconsider | 
prevail, the bill will be brought before the House, | 
and will be open to amendment. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I desire to make an in- | 
quiry of the Chair. I understand the question to 
be on the motion to reconsider the vote whereby | 
this bill was referred to the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads. If it be reconsidered, | 
that would, I suppose, prevent the bill from going 
to the committee atall. It has not yet been be- | 
fore that committee. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to make 
an inquiry of the Chair. I understand 

‘The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, The 
Chair cannot admit debate. ; 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Well, what will 
be the effect of laying the motion to reconsider on 
the table? I move that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I desire to know 
whether, if the motion to reconsider prevail, the 
previous question is not pending on this bill, and 
will not cut off amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the gentleman from New York has withdrawn 
the call for the previous question. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move that the 
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itself into the Committee of the Whole on the | 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion || 
that the motion is not in order. \| 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. No one has re- || 
sponded to the call of the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. No response has been given, 
and the motion is in order. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I desire to ask whether 
the previous question has not been called on the 
passage of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The House is not attending || 
to that matter at this time. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I asked the Chair, 
We courteously, a question. 

he question was taken on Mr. Smirn’s mo- | 
tion; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. Is it in order now to || 
ask a question of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. If the question be one of 
order it is in order. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I ask the Chair for || 
information, whether the previous question has |} 
not been ordered on the passage of the bill? 1] 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was || 
ordered on its passage. I) 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. What I want to know | 
now is, would it be in order at all to-day to move || 
to reconsider the order of the House requiring || 
the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. 
to the motion to refer the bill to the Committee | 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, the previous | 


question and all questions pending on that motion || 


are exhausted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I should like to | 
submit a question. The main question was or- 
dered, not on the reference of the bill, but on its 
engrossment; and if it comes back here, does it | 
not come back under the previous question ? | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide other- | 
wise if the question be raised. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
tion was ordered 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands very | 
well. ‘The main question was ordered on the pas- 
sage of the bill, but the House having disposed | 
of the bill, the previous question is exhausted 
precisely the same as if the bill were laid on the 
table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Was it exhausted 
when the House refused to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? 

The SPEAKER. If the House had refused | 
to refer the bill it would have been brought to a | 
direct vote on the bill itself. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Jones, of Tennessee; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 77, nays 114; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Akers, Allen, Ball, Barksdale, Bell, 
Hendiey S. Bennett, Bowie, Branch, Burnett, John P. 
Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, William- 
son R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, 
Damrell, Davidson, Jacob C. Davis, Day, Denver, Dowdell, 
Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Halil, Harlan, Harrison, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Mace, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith 
Miller, Millson, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Peck, 
Pettit, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, 
Savage, Shorter, Willam Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston,Todd, Underwood, Vail, 
Walker, Watkins, Winslow, and Daniel B. Wright—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, 


The main ques- 





| commence 


‘(| ment of the bill, 
The House having agreed || 





ee, 


he would have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. WAKEMAN called for the previous ques- 
tion on the motion to reconsider. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. CRAIGE demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion to reconsider. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were, upon 
a division—ayes 88, noes 49. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, [ now give 
notice that at the proper time I will offer the fol- 
lowing amendment at the end of line thirty-six: 

“ind provided further, That it shall be in the power of 
Congress after ten years to terminate said contract upon 
giving one year’s notice. 

TheSPEAKER. The pending question is the 
motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise ta question 
of order. This bill having been brought back 
from the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, to which it was recommitted, by the mo- 
tion to reconsider just agreed to, it now occupies 
the sarne position that it did when the House 
with the motions to refer it. The 
motion now is to recommit the bill. That failing, 
the previous question operates upon the engross- 
The bill has lost nothing by 
going to the Committee on the Post Office and 


| Post Roads, and being brought back here by the 


|motion to reconsider. Motions were made to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Wholé on 


\\ the state of the Union, and to recommit it to the 


| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


|| The first was rejected; the latter was agreed to, 


That vote being reconsidered, the bill is brought 
back here, and is in the same position as though 
| that motion to recommit had never been voted on 
} at all. 

| The SPEAKER, The Chair is of the opinion 
that the order for the previous question is ex- 
hausted when a bill is disposed om and this bill 
was absolutely disposed of by its recommittal to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. How is the ques- 
| tion to recommit brought back then? 

The SPEAKER. Because it is a pending 
question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Exactly, and so 
is the othera pending question. If one is pending, 
so is the other. If that be the decision of the 
Chair, I take an appeal, for 1 cannot agree by 
acquiescence to subscribe to any such decision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt 
| whatever that by the recommittal of this bill to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
| all pending questions were exhausted. That 
motion being brought back before the Houge on 
reconsideration, it leaves the House to dispose 
only of the motion to recommit, and that, too, 
not under the operation of the previous question, 
It is a new question, the bill having been referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Nobody made a 
| motion to recommit this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
uestion of order raised by thi®gentleman from 
| Topeoanens and decides that the only question 





|| before the House is the motion to refer the bill to 


| the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads; 





Broom, Buflinton, Burlingame, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaf- 
fee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards. Emrie, Flagler, Foster, 
Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Herbert, 
Hodges, Hoffman, Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Hughston, Kelly, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Kunkel, AJexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar 
shall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Killian 
Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Morrison, Mott, 
Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pennington, Perry, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ready, Ri- 
caud, Robbins, Roberts, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, 


Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, | 


Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thorington, Trafton, Tyson, 
Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Wash , Ellibu B. Washburne, Israc] Washburn, Wat- 
son, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Villiams, Wood, Wood- 
ruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—114. 


So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. 


Pending the call of thega ' 
Mr. IGHT, of TefMessee, stated that if 





and that if that motion be voted down, the ques- 
| tion will then recur upon the bill itself. bron 
this decision the gentleman from Tennessee takes 
an appeal; and the question now is, * Shall th: 
| decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
| House?’’ 
| Mr. SAGE moved that the appeal be laid upon 
the table. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 


‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the bill 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr, FLORENCE demanded the tee and nays. 
| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 1 wish to make 
| an inquiry of the Chair which, I think, is perti- 
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I wish to know whether, if the vote be 
reconsidered, the bill will be open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The motion has been recon- 
sidered, and the question has been stated upon 
the motion to refer, and if that be negatived the 
bill wiil be open to amendment, 


nent. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Will it be in order to in- 


tiraate now the amendments which gentlemen | 


desire to offer? 


The SPEAKER. It will not, as the motion is 


the House has ordered the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 77, nays 120; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 
8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Branch, Burnett, John P. 
Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, William- 
son KR. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cumback, David- 
son, Jacob C. Davis, Day, Denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Ed- 
mundson, Elliott, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Garnett, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Harlan, Thomas L, 
Harris, Harrison, Hoffman, Houston, George W. Jones, 
Keitt, Kidwell, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Maxwell, 
MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miiler, Millson, Nichols, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Paine, Peck, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ruf- 
fin, Rust, Sandidge, Shorter, William Smith, William R. 
Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, 
Underwood, Vall, Walker, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. 
Wright, and John V. Wright—77. 


NAYS—Messrs. Akers, Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, | 


Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Broom, Butiinton, Burlingame, James H. Camp- 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Damrell, 
Timothy Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dur- 
fee, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, 
Robert B. Hail, J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Herbert, Hodges, 
Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelly, 
King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Alexander k. Mar- 
shall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8S. Marshall, Matteson, 
McCarty, Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, 
Morrison, Mott, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Packer, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ready, Ricaud, Robbins, Roberts, Rob- 
ison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Sam- 
uel A. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, Tap- 
n, Thorington, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Wal- 
ridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wells, 


Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, Wood- 


worth, and Zollicoffer—120. . 
= the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

The question recurred upon the motion to com- 
mit the bill to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. Iappeal to the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Mace,} the chairman of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, to 
withdraw the motion to refer the bill to that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
to amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. 


to commit is pending. 


Is the bill now subject 


It is not now, as the motion 








He cannot do || 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the yeas | 
and nays a. that motion. 


Mr. WAKEMAN. My desire is to have the 
motion to refer voted down, with a view of having 
the bill before the House foramendments. [call | 
the previous question upon the motion to commit. 

The SPEAKER. That would bring the House | 
to a vote upon the main question, aud would cut 
off amendments, 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I desire to know whether 
a motion to lay upon the table the motien of the 
gentleman from Indiana, would not carry the bill 
with it? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. 
will be voted down. 


It would. 
I hope the motion to refer 


called. That ,will bring the House to a vote first 
upon the motion to commit, and then upon the 
bill itself, 

Mr. WAKEMAN. 
previous ee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and upon that I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 74, nays 112; as follows: 


Y RAS — Mesers. Aiken, Ak Allen, Barksdale, Hend- 
ley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, ranch, Burnett, Jona Pr. 
Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, David- 
son, Day, Dowdell, Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, 


I withdraw the call for the 


The SPEAKER. The previous question is || Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer—114. 


|| Mr. DAY. 


Faulkner, Florence, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Augnstus 
Hall, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Hoffinan, Hous- 
ton, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, 
Lumpkin, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Peck, Powell, Puryear, 
Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Shorter, William Smith, 
William R. Smith, Saeed, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Thurs- 
ton, Todd, Underwood, Vail, Walker, Watkins, Winslow, 
Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—74. 
NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Ben- 
son, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, 
| Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, 


Davis, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Edwards, 
Flagler, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Haven, Herbert, Hodges, Holloway, Valen- 
tine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelly, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Samuel 8. Marshall, Matteson, 
McCarty, Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Morrison, Mott, Murray, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle. Purviance, Ready, Ricaud, Robbins, Roberts,Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thorington, 
Tratton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Weils, Wheeler, Whitney, 
Williams, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zollicoffer— 
112. 

So the House refused to refer the bill tothe Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The ont recurred upon the motion to com- 
| mitthe 
Post Roads. 

Mr. WHITNEY. I calt forthe previous ques- 
tion upon the pending motion. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question will 
bring the Tlouse to a vote upon the bill itself. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to post- 
pone the further consideration of this bill to the 
3d day of March next. 


Upon that motion I call for the 


i. . i 
made to lay the bill upon the table, and upon it || Coifux, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Jacob C. Davis, Timothy 


yeas and nays. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
| upon the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. TaLsotr 
and CHAFFEE Were appointed. 
| ‘The House divided; and the tellers reported 
thirty-nine in the affirmative. 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 74, nays 114; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, 
Hendley S. Bennett, Branch, Burnett, John P. Campbell, 
Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Williamson R.W. Cobb, Craige, 
Crawtord, Cumback, Davidson, Day, Denver, Dowdell, 
| Dunn, Edmundson, Elliott, Etheridge, Eustis, Faulkner, 

Florence, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Harlan, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas. Harris, Harrison, 
Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kid- 
| well, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lumpkin, Maxwell, Mc- 

Mullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai Oliver, 
Paine, Peck, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, San- 
didge, Savage, Shorter, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
| Sneed, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Thurston, Todd, Under- 
wood, Vail, Walker, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, 
and John V. Wright—74. 

NAYS — Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Ben- 
son, Bingham, Bishop, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Broom, 
Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chatfee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Col- 
fax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Damrell, Timothy Davis, 
Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edwards, 
| Flagler, Foster, Heary M.-Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 

Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, Haven, Hodges, Holloway, Thomas R. Hor- 
| ton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelly, Kel- 
E King, Knapp, Knight, Knox, Humphrey Marshall, 


I call for tellers 











Samuel 8. Marshall, Matteson, McCarty, Killian Miller, 
Millward, Moorc, Morgan, Morrill, Morrison, Murray, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Packer, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, 
Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ready, Ricaud, 
| Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Seward, 
Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, 
| Stranahan, Swope, Tappan, Thorington, Trafton, Tyson, 
Wade, Wakeman, Welbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburne, Ellihu B.Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wat- 
son, Welch, Wells, Wheeler, Whitney, Williams, Wood, 


So the motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. With a view to 
get this matter disposed of, and in order that we 
may go to other business, I desire to say to gen- 
tlemen who are resorting to these means in oppo- 
sition to this bill, that having reported it, 1 will 
make no objection to the introduction of two 
amendmenis which I unterstand are desirable. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Zoiuicor- 
FER] desires to introduce one proposing that this 
line of — shall be open to all the people 
of the United States; another is suggested, name- 
ly, that at the end of ten years the Goverhment 
may, u 
tract. 


n one year’ 


tice, terminate the con- 
ith this und 


nding, [hope the House 


will allow a vote upon the bil 
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Mr. FLORENCE. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio a question, if I may be per- 
mitted ‘- so. I want to know what contro} 
there is the line between the terminus and 
this point, and what assurance we have of a com. 
munication between that terminus and the city 
of Washington? There is no united compan 
There are a dozen lines between the city and the 
point of terminus on the coast of Newfoundland. 
and we are to pay $70,000 a year—— : 
_Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I have no de. 

sire—— 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. ‘Will the gentleman 
from Ohio allow me to make a single suggestion 
in good faith, although I am opposed to the bil! > 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I think the bil 
cannot be amended in any way so as to secure the 
vote of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Smiru,} 
because he is opposed to it, I understand, on con- 
stitutional grounds. I will state frankly that | 
will consent to the two amendments ies I have 
indicated. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Debate is in order pending 
the motion to commit. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio to hear my amendment read, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Well, I will yield 
for that purpose. 

The propogition was read, as follows: 


Provided, however, That this act shall not take effect 
until the New York, Newfoundland, and London Telegraph 
Company, extending from Nova Scotia to St. John or 
Cape Race, Newfoundland, shall surrender their monopoly, 
or be incorporated into and constitute a part of the Atlantic 
ocean telegraph, and subject to the same contract in all 
respects. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Smrru] whether he will 
vote for the bill with his amendment incorpo- 
rated ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. No, sir. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Then I shall not 
accommodate him. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I ask permission 
of the gentleman from Ohio to allow to be read 
an amendment which I desire to offer. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would state to 
my friend from Maryland that it is very evident 
that these amendments will, if they are not so 
designed, kill the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I am not in favor 
of killing the bill. I want to have it amended so 
that I can vote for it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Iam willing, asl 
stated, to submit to the introduction of the two 
amendments which I have named; and also to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Pennincron] to extend its facilities 
to the people for all time. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Will the gen- 
tleman from Ohio allow this amendment to be 
read ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, declined to con- 
sent. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. I rise to a question 
of order. I understand the Chair to have stated 
that this proposition is now open for debate. I 
would therefore suggest to the gentlemen who 
have amendments, (I have one myself,) that the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. beac veg | be per- 
mitted to proceed, and conclude what he has to 
say; and then the House can amend the bill 
whether he likes it or not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would inform 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. H. Mar- 
SHALL] that I have no desire to prevent debate; 
none further than that which grows out of the 
exigencies presented by the general business of 
the country. We are within two weeks of the 
adjournment, with nearly all the important busi- 
ness of Congress yet unfinished. I therefore ap- 
peal to the House and to him to come up practi- 
cally and take action on this bill. 

r. FLORENCE. It only shows the influ- 
ence which a corporation can use to interrupt 
business. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I did not hear 
distinctly the remark of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. ; 

Mr. FLORENCE. [ say it only shows the 
power of a corporation to come here and influence 
us, and interrupt the public business for the 
pospew of making money. That is what it 

ows. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I do not know| 
what the gentleman means by the ‘* influence of | 
a corporation.’? This bill proposes nothing more | 
than what a ag heretofore, by his | 

os. indorsed as within the power of Congress, | ee 
+ recollect within the term df my service here, | roe NEW ee 
shat we sent a national vessel abroad to bring a | Mr. HAVEN. I should just here like to have 
Louis Kossuth, a foreigner, here. ‘There were | the unanimous consent of the House for leave to 
tien no constitucional scruples in the way. When | introduce a proposition relative to the pay of 
we brought him, large sums of money were voted || members of this House elected to fill vacancies, 
in this Hall to pay for wines and carriages, cigars || which will take but a moment, and may relieve 
and toddies, and other like indulgences of that || the Chair of some embarrassment. 
foreigner and his suite in‘this city. Again, we The SPEAKER, The proposition will be 
genta national vessel to Ireland during the famine. || read for information. 

Gentlemen found no constitutional objections to | The Clerk read as follows: 
doing that. And during the last session the gen- || Resolved, That in making out the accounts of members 


moved to lay the motion te reconsider upon the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FLorence]—if I || elected to Bi! vacancies in this House for the Thirty-Pourth | 


mistake not—voted to send a national vessel to || Goneress, the, Sergeaut.at-Acis be directed to compute 
the Cape de Verdes, to relieve the distresses there. || respectively ceased to be members, either by death, resigna- 
] do not know that he was under the influence of i] tion, or by a vote of the House ; and that the Speaker issue 
any corporation; but he was, Mr. Speaker, prob- | ne in accordance with this construction of the 
ably under the influence of a particular ciass of || “° 
the voters in his district when he gave that vote. y : 
[ recollect, too, that the gentleman last session | enough that a member’s pay should commence 
yoted in favor of a large appropriation of money | — time of his election. on 
to get seeds; and I observe by the papers this || .. fr. HAVEN. This is not a privileged ques- 
morning that a national ship had just entered one | are I SPEAK sas y a 
of the ports of the United States with sugar-cane | he SE 7 KER. It ha hardly a privileged 
cuttings, for the benefit, if not of a corporation, of || WWestion. 2t 1s an act of legislation on the part 
voters in a particular locality. || of the House. 
Mr. Speaker, I regard this project as one of the | KANSAS LAWS. 
greatest of the age in which we live. England || The next business in order was House bill 
proposes to join us in stretching a cable across, || (No. 799) for the relief of the people of Kansas, 
or rather beneath, the Atlantic, as a medium of || the pending question being on a motion to recom- 
international communication which shall beat || mit the same to the Committee on Territories, on 
time. Believing that we have the constitutional |; which the previous question had been demanded. 
power to pass this bill, I am willing to meet our | Mr.GROW. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the 
ancient enemy, our present ally, in everything || call for the previous question, not for debate, but 
that pertains to the progress of the age, midway || merely to make a brief statementin justice to the 
on the ocean, and shake her cordially by the hand. | Committee on Territories. That committee, early 
The proposition coming from her should || in the first session of this Congress, reported a 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Will the gentle- || bill to annul the laws of the Territory of Kansas. 
man from Ohio allow me to ask him a question? || That bill went over on a motion to reconsider, 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Thus interrupted || until what is known as Dunn’s bill was substi- 
and embarrassed, I will not consume any more of || tuted for it. ‘The Committee on Territories after- 
the time of the House in this debate. I arose || wards prepared a bill of a similar character to the 
only to express the wish that we might have im- || one now before the House; but which, owing to 
mediate action on this bill. I wish the House || the rules of the House, was never reached, and 
either to pass it or to kill it at once. || the committee were unable to bring it before the 
Mr. WAKEMAN. I move that the bill be || House. I make this statement in justice to the 
recommitted to the Committee of Ways and |; Committee on Territories, that the House and the 
Means. There the gentleman from Ohio will have || country may know the reason for the long delay, 
an opportunity to make such amendments as the || of which we have heard some complaint. Indeed 
committee may think proper, and receive such || the rules of the House seem to be framed with the 
amendments as gentlemen in the House desire || design of giving a minority the control of the 
tosubmit. ‘There the bill can be perfected, and |; House. Such has been the case not only upon 
reported back to the House. I call the previous || this bill, but upon other bills. 1 now renew the 
question. || call for the previous question. 
Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order, as a substi- || Mr.PECK. With the gentleman’s permission, 








tute for that motion, to move to send the bill to || I will propound a question to him. It is with | 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the || reference to a matter of fact. 


Union? Mr. GROW. I have no objection. 
The SPEAKER. That motion has been neg- Mr. PECK. If I understood the gentleman, 
atived. || he stated that during the first session of this Con- 
Mr. LETCHER. Is it not in order to renew | gress the Committee on Territories introduced a 
it? | bill to repeal the laws of Kansas, as is proposed 


The SPEAKER. Notatthistime. The first || to be done by the pending bill; and that that bill 
question is upon the call for the previous ques- | was not disposed of until Dunn’s bill was substi- 
tion. || tuted for it. Do I understand the gentleman cor- 

Mr. FLORENCE. ILhopethe gentleman from | rectly? Ifso,1 wish to know the number of the 
New York will withdraw the call for the previ- || bill he refers to? 
ous question, in order to allow me to answer the Mr. GROW. The bill I referred to was a bill 
earn propounded to me by the gentleman | reported by the Committee on Territories early 

rom Ohio. || in the first session of this Congress. 


Mr. WAKEMAN. I cannot withdraw it for || 
any purpose. | —— call for the previous question. 
M |! 





r. LETCHER. Does the Chair decide that 
my motion is not in order at this time? 
he SPEAKER, Not at this time. 
Mr. LETCHER. Is there any time when I 
can offer it? Why cannot | offer it now? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 
York calls for the previous question; and pend- 


i 


in order. 


to refer the bill to the Committee on the Post | or 
Office and Post Roads; and it was disagreed to. || sider was called up, and the proposition known 


The question recurred on Mr. Waxeman’s | as Dunn’s bill was adopted in its stead. After- 
motion to refer the bill to the Committee of Ways || wards, the Committee on Territories prepared a 
before the House, 


Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the |) which they desired should be passed, but which, 


and Means; and being taken, it was agreed to. || bill similar to the one n 


« 


vote by which the bill was so referred; and also | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. It is | 


The SPEAKER. Debate is notin order pend- 


ir.GROW. I withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question in order that | may answer the 
gentleman’s interrogatory. The first time the 
Committee on Territories was called during the 

last Congress, they reported a bill to strike out all | 
the obnoxious features of the laws enacted by the 
| Territorial Legislature of Kansas, leaving to more 
ing that question the gentleman’s motion 1s not || mature consideration to settle what further action 
should be taken in the matter. That bill was 
The previous question was seconded, and the || referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
main question ordered to be put. || state of the Union; and upon a motion to recon- 
The question was taken on Mr. Mace’s motion sider the vote by which it was so referred, the 
bill was passed over until the motion to recon- 
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ne 





for the reason I have already stated, it was im- 
|| possible to reach or get before the Howse; there- 
|| fore, it went over, F venew the call for the pre- 
| vious question, 
M . PECK. I have another question which I 
would be glad if the gentleman would answer. 

Mr. GROW. [ am willing to hear and answer 
any question, 

The SPEAKER. Detate is not in order. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I hope my colleague will 
| withdraw the call for the previous question until 
I can submit an amendment. 

Mr. GROW. I cannot withdraw the call for 
the previous question to allow any amendment to 
be offered. his bill, 1 will state, was prepared 
|| by the Committee on Territories in the belief, 
after full and thorough investigation of the mat- 

ter, that the only sure relief for the people of Kan- 
| sas is to render void and nugatory all the obnox- 
| ious laws of the Legislative Assembly of that 
seer wipe away all evidence of its usurp- 

ation. cannot, then, by any action of mine, 
| open the bill to amendment. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I should like to have my 
amendment read for the information of the House. 
When my colleague hears it I do not think he 
will persist in his objection. 

Mr. GROW. I cannot allow any amendment 
|tocome in. The bill before the House has been 
| reported from the Committee on Territories after 
a full and mature investigation of the subject— 
after examining all the information they could get 
of the trouble in Kansas, their causes, and the best 
means of relief. The committee believe this the 
only relief that can be afforded to this people, 
unless you admit them asa State into the Union. 
|| ‘Che committee believe that this bill, if enacted 
|| into law, will reach the wrongs under which the 
|| people of Kansas now labor. 
| Mr. PECK. Does the gentleman refuse to 
answer my question ?* 

Mr. GROW. I have not heard it. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Let my proposition be read. 

Mr. GROW. 1 have no cbinaettia to the read- 
| ing of the gentleman’s proposition. 
| Mr. PERRY. I object to whatever is out of 
order. 

Mr. PECK. I desire an answerto my question, 
to know whether or not the charges 1 have made 
| against the Republicans were true ornot? If the 
gentleman’s reply be satisfactory, then I will 
| admit I have*been mistaken upon this point. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question 
of order. When a member holds the floor, can 
he not yield it for explanation or inquiry to an- 
| other member without the consent of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stgged fre- 
quently that no member could interrupt™another 
|| who was in possession of the floor without the 
consent of the House. One member cannot farm 
| out the floor to other members without unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Cannot a question 
be propounded by one member while another ia 
in possession of the floor? 

The SPEAKER. Itcan only be done by con- 
| sent of the House. 

Mr. GROW. I will hear what is the proposi- 
| tion of my colleague. 


The SPEAKER, Objectioggis made by the 














j 
| 





gentleman from Maine, [| Mr. Perry.] 

Mr. WALKER. I rise to a question of order, 
I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has called the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. He has withdrawn it, and 
retains the floor on the general question. ‘The 
gentleman from Maine objects to any proceed- 





| 
| ings not in regular order. 

Mr. GROW. Isend up the amendment of my 
colleague to be read in my time, and as part of 
; my remarks. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a point of 
| order. I hold that the gentleman has no more 
| right to send that paper to the Clerk to be read, 
| than he has to allow another member to read it. 
It is no part of his argument. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania is entitled to one hour, and he sends to 
| the Clerk a paper to be read as a part of his own 
| speech. ‘The Chair holds that it is in order, as 
| such is the constant practice of the House. _ 
Mr. KEITT. I would inquire whether it is 
| offered as a substitute or as an amendment by the 
i gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
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The SPEAKER. It is offered as a part of the | 
gentleman’s speech. 

Mr. KE . I -call the attention of the Chair | 
to the fact that the gentleman sends to the Clerk | 
a specific proposition in the nature of a substitute | 
or amendment, as a part of his argument, which 
is in itself a contradiction and absurdity. 

The SPEAKER. It is immaterial to the decis- 
ion of the Chair what it is. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I wish to make an explana- 
uuon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed, 
if there is no objection. 

Mr. PURYEAR. I object. 

Mr. GROW. This thing is causing so much 
trouble that I will call the previous question, and | 
leave the bill in the hands of the House to be 1 
disposed of. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
bill upon the table. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the |! 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve || 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and upon that I call the yeas || 
and nays. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 7 

The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
the negative—yeas 84, nays 98; as follows: 


| 

YEAS-—Mesers. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Hend- | 
ley 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, || 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, || 
i 

| 

| 





I move to lay the | 


Wiliamsun R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, Cullen, 
Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Etheridge, Flor- 
ence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gar- 
nett, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, | | 
Sampson W. Harris, Herbert, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, | 
George W. Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Lake, Letecber, Lumpkin, | | 
Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. || 
Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, MeQueen, Sinith Miller, 
Milison, Moore, Morrison, Packer, Paine, Peck, Powell, 
Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, | | 
Savage, Seward, Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William || 
Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Underwood, 
Waiker, Watkins, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel 
B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—84. 
NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, | 
Butlinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damrel!, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Haven, 
Hodges, Holloway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B, Hor- 
ton, Howard, Hughston, Kelly, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, Mc- 
Carty, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penning- 
ton, Perry, Peuit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, Rob- 
erts, Babin, Sage, Sapp, Scou, Sherman, Simmons, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, 
Todd, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Ellibu B. | 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, 
and Woedworth—9s. 


So Mg. Jongs’s motion was disagreed to. 

Pende the call, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, stated that he had | 
paired off with Mr. Cons, of Georgia, upon all 
matters relating to Kansas. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mer. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the | 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (H, R. No. 240) for the relief of the | 
officers and privates of the Clinton Guards, of | 
the county of Mgcomb, in the State of Michi- 
gan; 

An act (H. R. No. 388) for the relief of Dr. | 
James Morrow; and i 

An act (HT. R. No. 480) for the relief of Wil- || 
liem Craig. 





PAPERS WITHDRAWN, 


} 

“ 4 oe 

On motion of Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri, it | 
was 
Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from | 


the Court of Claims of the papers in the case of James | 
Pool, and Ut the same be referred to the Committee on | 
Ciaims. 

KANSAS LAWS-——AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon | 
the motion to lay the bill upon the table, 

Me. McMULLIN called for the yeas and nays. | 

Mr, FLORENCE called for tellers upon the | 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. ALLEN and | 
W oopworrn were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-six, noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 












The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 73, nays 96; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley 8. 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Craige, Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmund- 
son, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Faulkner, Florence, Fos- 
ter, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, J. 
Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Houston, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Maxwell, 
McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Mordecai 
Oliver, Packer, Paine, Peck, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, 
Ready, Ricaud, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Seward, Shorter, 
Wiliam Smith, Sneed, Stewart, ‘Talbott, Taylor, Under- 
wood, Walker, Whitney, Williams, Winslow, Daniel B. 
Wright, and John V. Wright—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, 
Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Dunn, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, 
Haven, Hodges, Holioway, Thomas R. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Matteson, McCarty, Moore, Morgan, Mor- 


| rill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Par- 


ker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Rob- 
bins, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, 
Todd, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, [srael Washburn, 
Welch, Wells, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—96. 


ee the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. HOUSTON stated that he had been re- 


| quested to say that Mr. Wueever had been cailed 


away from the House in consequence of sickness 


| in his family. 


Mr. BINGHAM stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Warson, had paired off with Mr. Stepnens. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put; being first 
upon the motion to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The question recurred upon ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for the yeas 


and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
; a URNETT. Lask for the reading of the 
ill. 


The bill was read, and is as follows: 


A Bill for the Relief of the People of Kansas. 

Whereas the President of the United States transmitted 
to the House, by message, a printed pamphlet purporting to 
be the laws of the Territory of Kansas, passed at Shawnee 
Mission, in said Territory: and whereas unjust and unwar- 
ranted test Oaths are preseribed by said laws as a qualifi- 
cation for voting or holding office in said Territory: and 
whereas the committee of investigation sent by the House 
to Kansas report that said Legislature was not elected by 
the legal voters of Kansas, but was forced upon them by 
non-residents, in violation of the organic act of the Terri- 
tory, and having thus usurped legislative power, it enacted 
cruel and oppressive laws: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
all rules or regulations purporting to be laws, orin the form 
of law, adopted at Shawnee Mission, in the Territory of 
Kansas, by a body of men claiming to be the Legislative 
Assembly of said Territory, and all acts and proceedings 
whatsoever of said assembly, are hereby declared invalid, 
and of no binding force or effect. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Governor of 
said Territory shall, as soon as practicable, by public proc- 
lamation, fix the time and places for an election of members 
ot the Legislative Assembly, appoint in each district three 
competent persons to superintend the election therein, un- 
der such rules and regulations as he shall direct, and shal! 
prescribe the mode and manner for the returns thereof. 

Sec. 3. 4nd be it further enacted, That any person offer- 
ing to vote at said election whose vote shall be challenged, 
shall, in addition to the qualifications for voting fixed in the 
act of Congress organizing the Territory, prove by his own 
oath that he is a bona fide settler of said Territory, and by 
the oath of at least two legal voters that he is, and has been 
for one month immediately preceding, an actual resident 
of said Territory, and for fifteen days a resident of the elec- 
tion district where he offers to vote. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, Thatif any person, not 
being an actual inhabitant or resident of the said Terri- 
tory, shall cast his vote at any election which may be held 
in the said Territory by authority of law, such person so 
offending shall, on conviction thereof in any criminal court, 
be punished by fine, not less than twenty dollars nor more 
than one hundred dollars, and imprisonment, not less than 
two months nor more thansixinonths. That if any person 
or persons shall come into any election district of said Ter- 
ritory, in armed and organized bodies, for rpose of 
participating in, disturbing, controlling, or ng at any 
election held, or to be held, under authority of law 
therein, such poms  lemoee so offending shall, on con- 
viction thereof in an inal court, be punished by a fine 
of not less than one hundred dollars and not exe five 
hundred dollars, and inv ment for a term not less than 
three months and 


not one year. 
Sac. 5. ind be it further enacted, That if any person, 
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being a member of any such armed and organized - 
described in the preceding section, or connected + basen i 
and a non-resident of the said Territory, shal! vote at any 
election which may be held in the said Territory by authorit 
of law, he shall, on conviction thereof, be punished bya 
fine of not less than one hundred dollars and not exceeq} 
five hundred dollars, and by imprisonment for a term of not 
less than six months and not more than two years, 

Sec.6. nd be it further enacted, Thatany judge of elec. 
tion who shall willfully and knowingly allow any vote tobe 
polled in violation of the fourth and fifth sections of this act 
shall, on conviction thereof, be prnished by a fine of not 
less than fifty dollars nor more than three hnndred dollars 
and imprisoned for a term of not less than six mont!s nor 
more than one ro: That all offenses under this act may 
be prosecuted by indictment in any criminal court hayin 
jurisdiction of felonies or misdemeanors committed ip sai 
Territory. All laws, rules, or regulations inconsistent With 
the provisions of this act are hereby declared null and void, 

Mr. BOWIE. I move that there be a call of 
the House. ; 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order, 
as the House has ordered the main question to 
be put. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will the vote be 
first upon the bill and then upon the preamble? 

The SPEAKER. The first vote is upon the 
bill, and then, if there is a preamble, the ques- 
tion will be taken upon that. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 95, nays 81; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buftin 
ton, Burlingame, Chaffee, Bayard Clarke, Ezra Clark, 
Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cumback, Dam- 
rell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Gilbert, 
Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, 
Hodges, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Hor- 
ton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, 
Knowlton, Knox, Leiter, McCarty, Killian Miller, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Perry, Pike, Pringle, Rob- 
bins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, 
Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—95, 

NAYS—Messrs. Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley 8. 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, 
Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Etheridge, Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, 
Sampson WwW. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hoffman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, 
Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, 
Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Millson, Morrison, Mor- 
decai Oliver, Packer, Peck, Powell, Puryear, Quitman, 
Ready, Ricaud, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 
Shorter, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Sneed, Stewart, 
Talbott, Underwood, Vail, Walker, Warner, Watkins, 
Whitney, Winslow, and Zollicoffer—81. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, stated that he had 
paired off with Mr. Cons, of Georgia; that Mr. 
Coss would have voted against the bill, and that 
he should have voted in favor of it. : 

Mr. THURSTON stated that he had paired 
off with Mr, Lercuer. _ 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana, stated that had he 
been in his seat when his name was called, he 
should have voted against the bill. 

The bill, being engrossed, was then read the 
third time. 4 , 

Mr. GROW moved the previous question upon 
the passage of the bill 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri, moved that there 
be a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The main question has been 
ordered, and the motion is not in order. 

Mr. DOWDELL moved (at two o’clock and 
forty-two minutes) that the House adjourn. 

r. OLIVER, of Missouri. Would it be in 
order to move to postpone the consideration of 
this bill? : 

The SPEAKER. It would not, pending the 
previous uestion. 

Mr. BOWIE. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ss 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 55, nays 116; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom 
walader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caskie, Bayard Clarke, 
Craige, Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmund- 
son, Bngllah, Bestis, Fiorente, Foster, Garnett, 
Goode, J. Morrison pene W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett. Jones, 
Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Alexander K. ) »McMullin, 
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MeQueen, Smith Miller, Morrison, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, 
Powell, Ricaud, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, 
shorter, Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Talbott, Taylor, Wat- 
kins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright—5s. 

NAYS — Messrs. Akers, Albright, Allen, Allison, Ball, 
Barbour, Barksdale, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, 
Bliss, Bocock, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buflinton, Burlingame, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Wil- 
jiamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, Cra- 
gin, Cumback, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Bean, Dick, 
Dickson, Dodd, Duan, Durfee, Emrie, Etheridge, Faulk- 
ner, Flagler, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gallo- 
way, Granger, Greenwood, Grow, Augustus Hall, Robert 
B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hodges, Holloway, Val- 
entine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, Humphrey Mar- | 
shall, Maxwell, McCarty, Killian Miller, Millson, Moore, 
Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew 
Oliver, Packer, Parker, Pearce, Peck, Perry, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Puryear, Quitman, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stewart, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
7rafton, Underwood, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, Cad- 
walader C. Washburne, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Whitney, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodworth—116. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. COMLNS stated that Mr. De Wirr had 
yaired off with Mr. Crineman. 

The question recurred on the passage of the | 
bill, on which the previous question was ordered. 





| rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
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NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Hend- 
ley 8S. Bennett, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, 
John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, Cox, Craige, 


| —TIcan scarcely believe that there ie anything 
| very dangerous in my fire. 
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T have shown a dis- 


Crawford, Davidson, Dowdell, Edmundson, English, Faulk- || position to have this subject discussed, and have 


ner, Florence, Foster, Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Augus- | 
tus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Hartis, Hoffman, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Humphrey 
Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, 4 

Ricaud, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, 
Samuel A. Smith, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Walker, Wins- || 
low, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicofier—68. || 


So the preamble to the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the preamble was agreed to, and also mo | 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 


tt 
i} 


| 


I move that the || 





| state of the Union. | 
Mr. MAXWELL. I desire first to make a 
privileged motion. I move to reconsider the vote 
whereby Senate bill No. 84 was referred to the || 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the || 
Union. 
The motion was entered. 
Mr. AKERS. Before the motion to go into || 





Mr. GREENWOOD called for the yeas and | 


nays. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 98, nays 79; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, | 
Buffinton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Chaffee, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cragin, Cum- 
back, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Dick, Dickson, 
Dodd, Dunn, Durfee, Emrie, Galloway, Gilbert, Granger, 
Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hodges, | 
Holloway, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kel- 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, 


committee be put, I desire the gentleman from || 
Ohio to allow me to offer a resolution of inquiry. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I would yield || 
readily; but it is of great importance that the || 
special order should be taken out of the Commit- || 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union to- | 
day. It stands in the way and blocks up the 1 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. TODD (at three o’clock and forty min- 
utes) moved that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. BURNETT. 1 rise to what I regard as 








called on the committee at the various sta 
|| enforce the rule which requires the discussion of 


Leiter, McCarty, Killian Miller, Millward, Moore, Morgan, 
Morrill, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Norton, Andrew Oliver, 
Parker, Pearce, Pennington, Perry, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 


a privileged question. I desire to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. R. | 


Ss to 


the special order; but I was overruled. If the 
gentleman from Alabama, who I am aware is 


Torrison, Mordecai Oliver, Peck, Quitman, Ready, || charged with an assault on the present Committee 
of Ways and Means, was anxious to speak, he 


has had opportunities during the past days of the 


| session of making known his views. In the open- 


ing of the debate, I stated to the committee the 
principles upon which the bill was predicated, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose to go on with his remarks at this time? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I do not, further 
than to respond to the gentleman from Alabama. 
The gentleman from Alabama has the fire of the 
majority of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
in their report presented in August last. I do 


| not care to add anything to it; and when we go 


into the House with this bill, if { find the public 
business will be retarded by the time consumed 
in making my remarks, I will not make a speech. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There have been several 


| flashes from the majority of the Committee of 


Ways and Means since then, and we cannot tel! 
which is the fire by which the committee intend 
to stand. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. The gentleman 
has had opportunity to make a speech, but we 
have not had from him even a “ flash in the pan.’’ 

Mr. HOUSTON. The reason why I did not 
address the committee is, that the gentleman 


| having obtained the consent of the House to close 
| the general debate, did not exert himself to get 


the House into Committee of the Whole, and 
give us the benefit of the time remaining. Thus 
I have been cut out of the opportunity of address- 


| ing the committee under the hour rule, and am 


compelled to reserve my remarks for some other 


Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Scott, | 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, | 
Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Welch, Wood, Wood 
ruff, and Woodworth—98. | 
NAYS—Messrs. Akers, Allen, Barksdale, Hendley 8. | 
Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Broom, Burnett, 
Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Crawford, David- 
son, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, Etheridge, | 
Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Garnett, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hoffman, 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Lake, Letcher, Lumpkin, Humphrey Marshall, Maxwell, | 
McMullin; McQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Morrison, | 
Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Paine, Peck, Puryear, Ready, | 
Ricaud. Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Seward, Shorter, | 





Samuel A. Smith, Sneed, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Under- 
wood, Walker, Watkins, Whitney, Winslow, John V. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—79. 

So the bill was passed. i 

Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the pre- 
amble. , 

Mr. GROW moved the previous question. 

The previous question Was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. . 

Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays 
on the preamble. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for tellers on 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. SrRaANAHAN, 
and Oxiver of Missouri, were eppointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-five, noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 95, nays 68; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw 
Buffinton, Burlingame, James H.Campbell, Chaffee, Bayard 
Clarke, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cra- 
gin, Cumback, Damrel!, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Dick- 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler,Galloway,Granger,Grow, 
Robert B. Hall, Harlaa, Harrison, Haven, Hodges, Hollo- 
way, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Kelsey, King, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Leiter, McCarty, Killian 
Miller, Moore, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, ‘Murray, Nichols, 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Parker, earce, Pennington, Perry, 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, P 
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Sage, Sapp Scott, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner Stauton? 
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Brenton, | 


| Mr. CAMPBELL, o 


No. 743) to repair, refit, and refurnish the marine 
hospital at Paducah, Kentucky, was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
gentleman from Kentucky that that .bill, making 
an appropriation, must be considered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. 





motion; and it was agreed to. 
THE TARIFF. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the | 


} 

Committee of the Whole onthe state of the Union, || 

(Mr. H. Marsuwaut in the chair,) and resumed 

the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 566) re- 

ducing the duty on imports, and for other pur- 
oses. 

Mr.CAMPPBELL, of Ohio. L[amexceedingly | 
anxious, Mr. Chairman, to have the committee | 
take final action on this bill, for it seems to stand | 
in the way of, and to block up the business of | 
the House. As I will have an opportunity of | 





I would say to the || 


The question was taken on_Mr. Campsex.’s || 


|| opportunity, 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. If the gentleman 
| wishes to get into a contest with me I will give 
him a portion of my time in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘This irregular debate is 
| out of order. 
|| Mr. CUMBACK. 
|| rise. 
‘| ‘The motion was agreed to. 
So the committee rose; and Mr. Friorence 
|| having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 
| Mr. H. Mansuaut reported that the Committee 

of the Whole on the state of the Union had, ac- 
cording to order, had the state of the Union gen- 
erally under consideration, and particularly the 
bill (HI. R. N. 566) to reduce the duty upon im- 
ports, and for other purposes, and —— to 
no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CRAIGE, (atten 
minutes to four o’clock, p. m.,) the House ad- 
journed. 


I move that the committee 
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| addressing the House after the committee shall | 
| have reported, I will not now trouble the com- | 
mittee with any remarks in reference to it. 

Mr.HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, I would say | 
to the gentleman from Ohio that it would be one 
better for him, so far as time is concerned, to sub- | 
mit his remarks now. It is impossible to get this | 
bill out of the committee to-night. It cannot be 
done. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Iam thankful to 
the gentleman from Alabama for his kind sugges- | 
tion; but I prefer to allow the committee to pro- | 
ceed with the five-minute discussion, believing | 
that the views of members on both sides of the | 
Hall will, perhaps, be more fully elicited “by a | 
discussion of that kind than they would be were | 
I to pursue a different course. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ThenI make this sugges- | 
tion: whether the gentleman from Ohio thinks it | 
altogether fair to those who, perhaps, wish to 
indulge in offering amendments, and in the five- 
minute debate, that he should reserve his fire 
until after that debate shall have been ended? 
Other gentlemen have addressed the committee, 
and now would it not be well for him to give us 
the benefit of his remarks, which may control 
our votes? 








hio. The gentleman 


from Alabama is complifffntary. 





Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Strraen P. Hine. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
| communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
| of the Senate, a statement of the duties remitted 
| or refunded on railroad iron; which, on motion 
| of Mr. Bicier, was ordered to lie on the table, 
| and be printed. 

He als» laid before the Senate a report of the 
| Secretary of State, made in obedience to law, 
| communicating the number of passengers arriving | 

in the United States from foreign countries during 

the year ending December 31, 1856; which, on 
motion of Mr. Weer, was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of residents in the Fort Crawford Reserve, in 
Iowa, praying that the lands in that reservation 
may be brought into market as other public lands, 
and subject aio to the right of preémption; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PUGH presented eight petitions of citizens 
of the United States residing in the western States, 


I do not know || praying for an appropriation for deepening the 
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channel in the Maumee bay; which were referred _ 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BIGGS presented a petition of citizens of 
Halifax county, North Carolina, praying that 
Jesse Butts may be allowed a pension, in consid- 
eration of his long and faithful services as a mail 
carrier; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Cath- 
arine Wilkie, praying for remuneration for the 
military services and sufferings of her father, 
John Paine, during the revolutionary war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. STUART presented a petition of H. Dy- 
kerman and others, for the establishment of a 
mail route from Paw Paw to Three Rivers, in 
the State of Michigan; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the 
State of Michigan, for the establishment of a mail 
route from Ovid Centre to Okemos, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. | 

Mr. BIGGS. I present a memorial of citizens 
of New York, praying that the public lands be | 
laid out in farms and lots for the use of actual 








settlers, and given to them free of cost. It is 
proper to say, that I do not concur with the me- 
morialists in the disposition they propose to make 
of the public lands; but I think it my duty to 
present the memorial, as I have been requested 
todo so,and move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. BELL, of New Hampshire, presented a 
etition of the Boston, Concord, and Montreal 
Railroad Company, for a grant of land to enable | 
them to pay debts contracted in constructing | 
their road; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented resolutions of 
the Legislature of lowa in favor of appropriations 
for a custom-house at Burlington, and a marine | 

hospital and port of entry at Council Bluffs, in 
that State; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of lowa in favor of a grant of land to that | 
State to aid in the construction of a railroad from | 
Camanche, in that State, to intersect the Great 
Pacific railroad; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of lowa in favor of a repeal of the duties on | 
railroad iron; which was referred to the Commit- 





tee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

He glso presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of ss in favor of the establishment of the 
followiNg mail routes in that State: from Fulton 
City to Cedar Rapids; from Marietta through 
Steamboat Rock, in Hardin county, to intersect 
some mail route already established; from Iowa | 
City to Ottumwa; from MeGregor’s Landing to | 
Glenallary and Bristol; from Indianola to Prince- 
ton; from Winterset to Osceola; from Newton to 
Chariton; from Maquoketa to Dubuque; from 
Ottumwa to Chariton; from Guttenburg to Inde- 
pendence; from Guttenburg to Dyersville; and 
from Guttenburg to Lancaster; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of lowa, in favor of a grant of public land 
to aid in the construction of certain railroads in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Nancy 
Read, widow of Levi Read, deceased, a revolu- 
tionary soldier, praying to be allowed a pension, 
under the act of June 7, 1832; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DURKEE. I presenta petition of citizens 
of Burlington, Wisconsin, praying that the duty 
on sugar may beabolished. They represent that 
sugar-cane has become so universal and indispen- 
sable an article of consumption as to be not im- 
properly reckoned among the necessaries of life; 
that the duty of thirty per cent. with which it is 
burdened on its importation into our country, 
weighs severely upon the mass of the people, 
and upon the various trades and occupations in | 
which it is used asa raw material; that the sugar- 
gane is a tropical plant, which does rot come | 
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| 
| 


| a road in the Territory of Nebraska. 


| footing with the original States, reported it with 


‘ 


to fection in the climate of the United States; 


and that, owing to frequent unfavorable seasons, | 
the tendency of the plant to degenerate, and the 
exhaustion of the soil of the sugar estates, more | 
labor is necessary to produce a given quantity of | 
sugar in this country than in any other part of | 
the world from which the commodity is brought; 
that the making of sugar from the cane is, for 
these reasons, even with the present high duty, 
never likely to become a prosperous branch of | 
industry in our country. I move to refer the 
petition to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to whom was referred the petition 
of the heirs of Captain Joseph Packwood, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to | 
be printed. | 

Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 599) | 
further to amend “ An act to provide for the bet- | 
ter security of the lives of passengers on board | 
of vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, | 
reported it without amendment. 

ir. WELLER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. | 
R. No. 630) for the relief of Benjamin W. Smith- 
son, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred tie bill (H. R. No. 465) for the re- | 
lief of Antoine Robedeau, reported that it ought 
not to pass. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to whom were referred the following bills, 
reported them without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. No. 642) to authorize the people | 
of the Territory of Minnesota to form a consti- | 
tution and State government, preparatory to their | 


re 


| admission into the Union on an equal footing with | 


the original States. 
A bill (H. R. No. 428) making appropriations | 
for the bridging of streams and opening roads in | 
Minnesota Territory; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 641) for the construction of 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the bill (H.R. No. 7) to authorize 
the people of the Territory of Oregon to form a 
constitution and State government, preparatory 
to their admission into the Union on an equal 


amendments. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Alfred G. 
Benson, submitted a report, accompanied by a | 
bill (S. No. 606) for his relief; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading; and the report 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 647) for the relief of Brevet Captain Fred- 
erick Steele, United States Army, reported it 
without amendment. 


merce, to whom were referred sundry memorials 
on the subject, reported a bill (S. No. 607) to 
provide for the exploration of the river Niger, in 
Africa; which was read, and passed to a second 





reading; and the accompanying papers were or- 
dered to be printed. . 


On motion of Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolutions of the Com- 
mon Council of Buffalo, in relation to the enlargement of 
the post office and eustom-house building at that place, and 
the report of the Postmaster General on the same subject, 
communicated tothe Senate February 7. 


On motion of Mr. EVANS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee cn Revolutionary Claims be | 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition of | 
Thomas Gregory Smith. 

On motion of Mr. FISH, it was | 

Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be dis- | 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of | 
John J. Glasson, and that be have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. 

On motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Territories be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (8. No. 
8) to extend the western boundary of the State of Lowa to 
the Missouri river. 

NOTICE OF BILLS. 

Mr. GWIN gave notice of his intention to ask 

leave to introduce th@@llowing bills: 


Mr.SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- to the Senate at this session by the Secretary of War, ex- 


February 18, 


ee 





————=— 

A bill to authorize and facilitate the construc. 
tion of a northern, a southern, and a central 
Pacific raiiroad and magnetic telegraph through 
the Territories of the United States; 6 

A bill to enter the right of preémption to settlers 
on the public domain; and 

A bill to facilitate the survey of private land 
claims in the State of California. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BENJAMIN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No 
603) to authorize the purchase of certain lands 
roars, to Francis Gardere; which was reaq 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BROWN asked, and by unanimous eon. 
sent obtained, leave to bringin a bill (S. No. 604) 
granting certain additional powers to the Corpo. 
ration of Washington; which was read twice 


its title, and referred to the Committee on thie 
District of Colitmbia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Wenster, his Secretary, an. 
nounced that the President had approved and 
signed the bill entitled ‘* An act providing for the 
regular transmission of the mail on route No, 
6842.”" 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Cuttom, its Clerk, announced that the 
House of Representatives had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 799) for the relief of the people of Kan- 
sas; in which the concurrence of the Rests was 
requested. 

PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. STUART asked, and by unanimous con- 

sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No, 

| 602) to amend the several acts now in force with 

| relation to the Patent Office; which was read a 
| first time, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. STUART. This bill is one of a very im- 
ortant character, and it is on a subject that has 
| been several times before the Committee on Pat- 
| ents and the Patent Office. They are in favor of 
| some legislation of the kind. At this stage of the 
| session a reference of the bill is unnecessary. 

What I propose now is simply to ask the Senate 

to have the bill printed, and then I invoke the 

attention of Senators to it, and if it be found ac- 
ceptable, I shall ask at an early day to take it up. 

If not, it will go over, of course. 

The bill was ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT COLONEL GRAHAM’S REPORT. 


Mr. JOHNSON. The Committee on Printing 


have instructed me to report the following reso- 
lution: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 
the usual number of the report of Lieutenant Colonel Gra- 
ham on the harbors, &c., in Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiana, 
and Michigan, under his superintendence, as communicated 





clusive of the maps. 


Mr. STUART. lL agree to that part which ex- 
cludes the maps, but I wish to amend the resolu- 
tion so as to print the report in one volume. 
move to insert before the word *‘ report’’ the word 
‘*whole,’’ and then to amend the descriptive part 
by striking out the words “ at this session.’ 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator can effect his 
object by moving to strike out the words “ at this 
session,’ and insert ‘* during this Congress.” 

Mr. STUART. That is what I propose, and 
also to insert the word ‘* whole’’ before “* report.’’ 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is unnecessary , if we 
insert the words ‘‘ during this Congress.”’ 

Mr. STUART. Very well. I move to amend 
it in that way. 

Mr. JOHNSON: The printing of the maps, 
which are very numerous, and which have been 
excluded from the resolution by order of the com- 
mittee, form the great expense. The printing of 
the report itself will cost only about five hundred 
dollars. That is the estimate furnished us by the 
Superintendent of Public Printing. The reprint- 
ing which the Senator from Michigan desires to 
embrace by his amendment will cost about five 


hundred dollars more, so that the whole cost will 
then be about one thousand dollars. As he does 
not insist on printing the maps, I feel somewhat 
indifferent myself in regard to the proposition; 
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but I am not authorized to accept the amend- } 
ment, because the action of the committee recom- | 
mended the resolution as I have presented it. It |, 
will be for the Senate to consider whether they | 
choose to adopt the amendment offered by the | 

} 

| 


a as 





Senator from Michigan or not. 

Mr. STUART. I think the chairman of the 
committee and the other members of the com- | 
mittee are right in their impression that, as a_ 

eneral thing, the additional expense of reprint- 
ing should not be incurred. In this case, how- 
ever, itis very small, and in order to make the 
yeport valuable it should be in a single volume. 
That is the only effect of the amendment I pro- 

ose, and it excludes all the maps, the printing of |) 
which would be very expensive. I do not pfo- | 
nose to print them, but simply to have the report 
ina convenient shape, that all the Senate may 
refer ® it at the proper time. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will ask the Senator from Michigan whether the | 
word ‘* report’”’ should be in the singular or plu- 


|? 
ae STUART. It is all one report. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the reso- 
lution as amended was adopted. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 ask the Senate to fix a day 
on which we may consider territorial business. | 
] have not had a territorial day this session, and 
] shall be willing to take Saturday if the Senate 
will give it to me, for the purpose of considering 
territurial business. 

Several Senators. Say Satyrday. 

Mr. BIGGS. I suggest to the Senator from | 
IIlinois the propriety of saying Monday. I should | 
like to be here when territorial business is taken 


up. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I should be willing to agree 
to that, but all other Senators say Saturday. | 








| 


There is a general desire, as it is late in the ses- || 


sion, to have an early day fixed. I give notice 
that I shall ask for the consideration of territorial 
business on Saturday. 


CHIEF JUSTICE CUSHING. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, at the last ses- 
sion of Congress the Senator from South Carolina | 


[Mr. Burier] introduced a bill to procure a mar- || 


ble bust of the late Chief Justice Rutledge, of 
South Carolina. I suggested at the time the pro- | 
riety of procuring also a bust of the late Chief | 
Sasiiee Cushing, of Massachusetts. The Com- 
mittee on the Library reported the bill introduced 
by the Senator from South Carolina, and that bill | 
has passed both Houses of Congress. A bustin | 
marble of Chief Justice Rutledge has been or- 
dered, although he presided over the Supreme 
Court but twelve days, and his nomination was 
rejected by the Senate of the United States. Of 
this [do not complain, for I voted most cheerfully 
for the Lill to procure a bust in honor of the distin- 
guished South Carolinian. 
I now, Mr. President, introduce a bill to pro- 
cure a bust in marble of the late Chief Justice 
William Cushing, of Massachusetts, and I hope 


it will receive the approbation of the Library || present his claim to the district court of the United States 


Committee and the sanction of both Houses of 
Congress. 
Jay was sent to England to negotiate if possible 
a treaty with the Court of St. James. At the 


j 
i 
. ~ -dings sal tition to be > BF as in like cases || 
August term of the Supreme Court in 1794, and |} Proce’ dings on said petition to be the same as in like cases | 


at the February term in 1795, Judge Cushing pre- 
sided over the sittings of the court. On Mr. Jay’s 
return from England he resigned the office of 
Chief Justice, and Mr. Rutledge was nominated 


|| to procure a bust, in marble, of the late Chief 


° wy : . | 
ne a ae of 1794 Chief Justice || pis said claim tothe said board of commissioners ; and the 
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seat of Government. Judge Cushing had been i 
nominated and unanimously confirmed as Chief || 
Justice the preceding week. He presided over the | 
sittings of the court excepting a few days when | 
he was confined to his rooms by illness, until the || 
7th of Marchs when Mr. Ellsworth was sworn || 
into office, to which he had been appointed on the || 
3d of March, on the declination of Judge Cush- || 
ing to accept the office of Chief Justice. Judge | 
Cushing, during the month of February, con- 
tinued to preside over the court, holding the ques- | 
tion of the acceptance of the office of Chief Justice, || 
which the President, with the unanimous sanction || 
of the Senate, had conferreé upon him, under || 
advisement. Owing to the state of his health, 
which was so poor as to keep him from presiding 
over the court during a portion of the latter part 
of February, he declined to qualify as Chief Jus- 
tice. The office was conferred upon him by the | 
President and Senate. He had performed its | 
duties most of the time for two years. He held || 
the question of acceptance under advisement for || 
more than a month, continuing, atthe same time, | 
to discharge its duties; and he then declined to ac- | 
cept it, owing to the apprehension that his health | 
| would not permit him to discharge its duties. He | 
| continued on the bench, however, until 1810, often || 
| 
| | 


presiding over the court as the oldest associate | 
justice. 

I now ask leave to introduce the bill of which || 
I have given notice. 

Leave was granted; and the bill (S. No. 605) 


| Justice William Cushing, was read twice by its | 
| title, and referred to the Committee on the Li- 
| brary. 


LAND CLAIMS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. WELLER. 1 desire to ask the consent 
| of the Senate to take up a little bill which I in- | 
troduced some time since, which was referred to | 
| the Committee on Private Land Claims, and has 
been reported back with an amendment. It is 
| the bill (S. No. 511) supplementary to an act en- | 
| titled ** An act to ascertain and settle the private | 
| land claims in the State of California,’’ approved | 
| March 3, 1851. I suppose there will not be the | 
slightest objection to it. 

The Senate proceeded, asin Committee of the | 
Whole, to consider the bill, which was reported | 
from the Committee on Private Land Claims with | 
anamendment, to strike out, in section one, ** six | 
calendar months,” and insert ** one year;’’ and | 
| also, in section two, to strike out ** six months,”’ | 
| and insert ‘* one year.” 

Mr. WELLER. Itisa mere amendment as 
to time. 

The amendment was agreed to. 





amended. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That whenever, from accident or dis- 
ability, any claimant of land shall have failed to present | 


| . 
|| ment, and recommend its passage, 


1} 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Let the bill be read as || 
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court, after having been rejected by the board of 
commissioners ? 

Mr. WELLER. It does not extend to those 
cases, but only to cases where parties did not 
present their claims to the board of commission 
ers in time, because of ignorance or other cause. 

The bill was ordered to ve engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. MALLORY. The Senate will remember 
the intention was to have an executive session 
yesterday. I think there is some executive busi- 
ness necessary to be transacted; and I move that 
the Senate proceed to its consideration. 

The motion was withdrawn, at the request of 








| several Senators, to allow the usual morning busi- 
| ness to be received. 


PREVENTION OF COUNTERFEITING. 
Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 


| nance, to whom was referred the petition of Dr. 
| J.T. Barclay, reported a joint resolution (No. 


53) to prevent the counterfeiting of the coins of 
the United States; which was read a first time, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope it will be considered 
now. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was read a second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to cause inquiries to be 


| made, by two competent commissioners, into the 
| processes and means claimed to have been discov- 
| ered by J. T’. Barclay for preventing the abrasion, 
| counterfeiting, and deterioration of the coins of 


the United States, and to report the results of the 
inquiry to Congress at its next session, with his 
opinion as to the probable value of the alleged 
| discoveries; and it appropriates $2,500 for this 
| purpose. 

| ‘The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engroseed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN MISSOURI. 

| Mr. GEYER. I am instructed by the Com- 
| mittee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 
| the bill, introduced by my colleague, (S. No. 593,) 
| to divide the State of Missouri into two judiciai 
districts, to report the same back without amend- 
I wish to 


'| have it made the special order for Friday next, at 


| twelve o’clock, 
| Mr. STUART. Ido not wish to interfere with 
| any bill that savors of a private character, but I 
| suggest to the honorable Senator that if we now 
allow bills to be made special orders for twelve 
o’clock, they take precedence of bills made special 
orders for one o’clock; and it is an undu@advant- 
age. 


| Mr. GEYER. I will say to the honorable Sen- 


| ator that | should ask for the passage of this bill 


now, but that it has not been printed. Ido not 





his claim for confirmation to the commission organized | 
under the provisions of the act of Congress to * settle pri- 
vate land claims in the State of California,’ passed on the 
3d of March, 1851, it shall be lawful for said claimant, at | 
| any time within one year after the passage of this act, to | 


for the proper district of California, with a petition setting 
|| forth the facts and the reasons of his said failure to present 
| said district court, on being satisfied with the sufficiency of 
said reasons, shall hear and determine said claim. he 
| 


before said commission and in said district court on appeal | 
from said commissioners to said court; the said parties 
having the right of appeal to the Supreme Court of the 





early in July, 1795, his successor. The court 
met early in August, and Judge Cushing pre- 
sided until Mr. Rutledge arrived and took the 
oath of office, which was on the twelfth of the 
month. Judge Cushing had thus presided over 


the court at the August term, 1794, the February | 


term, 1795, and nearly half of the August term 
of the same year. 

On the 10th of December, 1795, President W ash- 
ington sent in to the Senate the nomination of Mr. 
Rutledge as Chief Justice, and on the 15th of De- 
cember his nomination was rejected. On the 26th 
of January, 1796, President Washington sent in to 
the Senate the nomination of Mr. Cushing, and 
the next day his nomination as Chief Justice was 
unanimously confirmed. On the 3d of February 
the Supreme Court met at Philadelphia, the then 


|| States, on having thirty days’ notice by service of a copy 
|| of said petition upon him. ; 
i} Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in cases which 


'| for Frida 


think its consideration will take five minutes. - 

Mr. STUART. Ifitisof that character, I shall 
not object. 

The motion to make the bill the special order 
next, at twelve o’clock, was agreed to. 

Mr. GEYER subsequently said: This morning, 
when I moved to make the bill to divide the State 
of Missouri into two judicial districts the special 
order for Friday, I did so because I thought its 
consideration now would interfere with the morn- 
ing business. I understand, however, that it i 





|| the wish of many gentlemen that that bill should 
United States, as in other cases. And the District Attorney 
of the United States shall appear on behalf of the United | 


be passed atonce. I therefore move to rescind 
the order making it the special order for Friday, 
and ask that it now be considered. 

The order making the bill the special order for 





|| have been decided by the board of commissioners on pri 


vate land claims in California adversely to the private | 


|| claimant, the time in which such claimant may give notice 
|} of his intention to prosecute the appeal, according to the 





is an amendment, be, and the same is bereby, exterded for 
the space of one year from the passage of this act; and 
any cases in which the appeals may lave been dismpissed, 
in either of the district courts of California, under the pro- 
visions of said act, be, and are hereby, restored for the pur- 
pose above mentioned. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
\| and the amendment made as in Committee of the 


|| Whole was concurred in. 
| Mr.GWIN, I will ask my colleague whether 


} 








| 





this bill restores to the docket of the district 
court any claims that have been rejected by that 


provisions of the twelfth section of the act to whieh this | 





Friday next, at twelve o’clock, was rescinded; 
and the Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
|| Whole, to consider the bill (S. No. 593) to divide 
the State of Missouri into two judicial districts. 
| It provides that the counties of Schuyler, 
|| Adair, Knox, Shelby, Monroe, Adreon, Mont- 
|| gomery, Gasconade, Franklin, Reynolds, Shan- 
|| non, and Oregon, as they were bounded on the 
Ist of January, 1857, with all that part of Mis- 
souri east of these counties, shall compose the 
‘| eastern district, the court for which is to be held 
|| at St. Louis. All the remaining portion of the 
State is to constitute the western district, the 
court for which it is to be held at Jefferson City. 
The present judge is to be assigned to the western 
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district, and a new district judge appointed for 
the eastern district at an annual salary of $3,000. 
The present district attorney is to be district at- 
torney for the eastern district; the present mar- 
shal is to be marshal for the eastern district; and 
the present clerk is to be clerk for the western 
district. ‘The circuit court for Missouri is to be 
held at the same times and places as heretofore, 
and to be composed of the judge of the Supreme 
Court of the United States for that cireuit, and 
the two district judges for Missouri; but neither 
of the district judges is to siton an appeal from 
his own decision. , 
Mr. FESSENDEN. _I should like to receive 
some information as to the necessity of dividing 
the State of Missouri into two judicial districts. 


It has got to be rather common now to maley 
judicial districts and multiply officers; but before 
voting on this bill I should like to be informed 
what necessity there is for it. 

Mr. GEYER. I will say to the honorable Sen- 
ator, that the State of Missouri is geographically 
one of the largest States in the Union. Its pop- 
ulation is now nearly a million. Its chief com- 
mercial city transacts nearly as much business 
as any other city in the Union, and is certainly 
the second in point of business on the western 
waters. Its commerce is larger than that of an 
other except New Ofleans. Its admiralty busi- 
ness is more extensive than any other except New 
Orleans, perhaps, on the western waters. There 
are during the year on an average some ten ves- 
sels arriving and departing every day—equal to 
three thousand tons—with very numerous crews, 
and of course there are a great many contests. J 
have a letter from the judge of the Supreme Court 
who presides in that circuit, to a gentleman now 
in this city, who says that an additional judge is 
indispensable for the transaction of business there. 
1 will read an extract in these words: 

‘There must be a judge at St. Louis very soon, as the 
business will continue in open court for six months in the 
year, and the maritime business be of almost daily oecur- 
rence. St. Louis is now the second place in point of busi 
ness in the vailey of the Mississippi, New Orleans being 
the first.”’ 

That is what he says generally on the subject, 
and he is a judge of the Supreme Court, who is 
entirely disinterested. I believe Missouri now 
is ‘he only State in this Union, of her population 
and size, with only one district. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Has this bill ever been 
in the hands of a committee? 

Mr. GEYER. It has been reported by the 
Judiciary Committee of each House. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What is there in the 
State of Missoun to justify the appointment of 
another judge for what is called the western dis- 
trict ? ‘hat kind of business connected with 
the district court of the United States is there to 
render that necessary? I should like to be in- 
formed of the amount and nature of the business 
that is transacted. St. Louis may bea very large 
commercial city, and yet that may not necessa- 
rily involve a very great amount of maritime 
business. 

Mr. GEYER. I ean only know from hearsay 
what business is transacted in the western dis- 
trict, as | have not been in that court for a num- 
ber of years; but the Missouri river affords some 
admiralty business at Jefferson City, and the dis- 
trict court of the United States there has consider- 
able jurisdiction, growing out of its contiguity to 
the Indian country. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was very much like the 
Senator from Maine, reluctant to make these new 
districts and new judges at first; but there are 
two considerations which have governed the com- 
mittee. In States containing a large territory, the 
judge finds it very difficult to go from one part 
to another, In Texas we have agreed to have 
two judicial districts for the reason that one can- 
not accommodate the demands of the different 
parts of the territory. Missouri, I believe, is one 
of the largest territorial States in the Union; and 
as | am informed by my friend from Missouri, 
the business which has been taken within the 


admiralty jurisdiction of the Federal courts is” 


very extensive there. I do not believe they ought 
ever to have had it; but the admiralty jurisdiction 
having been extended to the western rivers, a 
great Deal necessarily goes into St. Louis, and of 
course the court is very much engaged in various 
questions concerning common carriers and the 












| rights necessarily involved in navigation. I shall 
| hot now question the decision; but the decisioh 
, having been made that the western rivers have 
| this ever | jurisdiction committed to them, I 
must give to the parties interested, as far as I can, 
| the means of administering justice? 
| Ihave consented to this bill on the grounds I 
| have indicated, and besides I have consented to 
it on another ground. I want my friend to have 


it. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I have no disposition to 
oppose this bill at all; and 1 beg the honorable 
Senator from Missouri to understand that the 
ene I submit are really for the sake of in- 
ormation. [ am not yet satisficd. | am opposed 
to multiplying these districts, unless the increase 
is necessary on account of the business actually 
done. Now it by no means follows that because 
a State has a large territory, there is therefore a 
large amount of business to be done in the courts 
of the United States in that State. St. Louis is 
a large city, and has undoubtedly a very large 
business, but it is inferior in those particulars to 
the city of Boston. The amount and nature of 
| the business is not such as to occasion so many 
suits in admiralty as at Boston, for those cases 
| do not arise so frequently on boats plying on the 
| western waters as on sea-going vessels. There 
is but one district in Massachusetts, and one an- 
| swers, although it is very much crowded, for the 


| 





simple reason that there is no business of any 

consequence outside of Boston, except occasional 
| patent causes and suits commenced by citizens of 
| other States against citizens of that State. 
| Now, lunderstand from the Senator from Mis- 
, souri that all that he has to say on the subject is, 
| that the business is very large in what is now the 
court of the district of Missouri, comprehending 
the whole State of Missouri, owing to the com- 
mercial business at St. Louis. That may be; but 
my inquiry was directed to this point: how are 
you to improve the matter essentially by forming 
_ another district, to be called the western district, 
unless there be business of considerable conse- 
eos and of considerable extent in that district 
| thus to be formed? It may have some criminal 
business, arising from the contiguity of the Indian 
| territory; but 1 do not understand that there is 
| anything else of importance for a district court to 

do in western Missouri; and I do not understand 
as yet that there will be anything to do in this 
western district court, of any consequence, after 
| that district is formed. 
Mr.GEYER. Lapprehend that the honorable 
| Senator is mistaken in supposing that we are 
forming a western district. We do not change 
| the court in the west at all; it remains as it was 
| before. ‘The counties along the eastern side of 
the State, along the river, are formed into an east- 
ern district, and the rest of the State remains as 
before. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not see that it makes 
any difference to the argument which constitutes 
the new district. 

Mr. GREEN. 
say a few words? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly; 1 am desirous 
of information. 

Mr. GREEN. The business of the western 
district will be made up of the ordinary business 
belonging to the jurisdiction of the district courts 
of the United States, and also the increased ad- 
miralty or maritime jurisdiction now thrown into 
that court. If the Senator will look at the ma 
of the State, he will find that there are a thousan 
| miles of Missouri river navigation, giving rise 
to questions connected with boat-building, com- 
merce, seamen’s wages, liens of contractors, and 
| the various things to be attended to in the western 
district, as well as in the eastern, but notso much 
| of that kind of business. Then there is criminal 
jurisdiction, and suits brought by non-residents. 





Will the Senator allow me to 





All that will still be continued; and there will be 
business enough in the western district in addition 
te the business in the eastern district, growing 
out of the great commerce of the city of St. Louis; 
and hence I believe it to be true, as Judge Catron, 
of the Supreme Court, the circuit judge who pre- 
sides there, says, that one judge cannot possibl 
sews court, and transact business for the whoie 
tate. 
I make the statement for the purpose of telli 
the gentleman the ground on which we rely for 
business enough to occupy the attention of the 
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court. Itis no vague conjecture. It is predicated 
on fact. The growing, increasing business that 
we witness every day, satisfies us that the people 
of Jefferson City, Boonville, Weston, St. J oseph 

and all those towns where boats are built, where 
commerce is carried on, where business of this 
eee must and does spring up, ought not 
to be brought of necessity down to Bt. Louis to 
file a boat lien. If, under the State law, they en. 
force their boat liens, the admiralty jurisdiction 
of the United States courts wupeteeles it. 

A case of that kind did occur in the State of 
Missouri. Under the State law a lien was filed 
and sustained, and execution had, and a boat gold 
for $8,000. A subsequent lien was claimed in the 
admiralty court, and the district court of the 
United Sates held that the admiralty jurisdiction 
superseded the State jurisdiction. The claim was 
sustained, and the purchaser lost his purthase, 
The boat was fesold in consequence of the admi- 
ralty jurisdiction overriding that of the State, 
Since this decision, and since the jurisdiction of 
the Federal courts extends over the western wa- 
ters, it is important that persons who have rights 
should proceed in the proper court in the first 
instance. 

These are some of the reasons for the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The last suggestion of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Green] does not 
affect the question very much; for, in the first 
placeyit is exceedingly doubtful whether the de- 
cision of the district court was correct. In my 
own district the question has been considered 
recently. Our district judge held that a libel in 
the district court of the United States would take 
a vessel, under such circumstances, out of the 
hands of the sheriff who had seized the vessel on 
mesne process, at common law, in the courts of 
the State; but on appeal to Judge Curtis, of the 
circuit court, he reversed that decision, on the 
“seneny that the first court, whether of the United 

tates or the State, that gets actual possession, 
legally, under its process, must hold; otherwise 
there would be such conflict between the United 
States courts and the State courts as to occasion 
great difficulties. I believe that to be the correct 
opinion. The question was not carried further. 
It might have been brought to the Supreme Court 
of the United States; but it has not been, and the 
marshal was not suffered to take the property 
from the sheriff, because the jurisdiction of the 
State court had attached. But I do not think that 
any conflict of this kind touches the question of 
the amount of business. 

I do not like to constitute these new courts 
upon bare suggestions. As I remarked before, 
the State of Missouri is undoubtedly a large State; 
but the consequence which honorable Senators 
draw from that, that therefore the business in two 
separate parts of the State may be enough to au- 
thorize the formation of another court, and those 
courts territorially located, does not follow. The 
matter can be vali toa certainty. It can be 
ascertained very readily. We ought to have here, 
before acting on that subject, an estimate showing 
what amount of business comes from the western 
district which it is proposed now to organize 
separately; and if it appears that there is any 
considerable amount of business such as would 
materially interfere with the business of the court 
at St. Louis, and that the formation of another 
district would so relieve the difficulty as to enable 
that court to perform all the business it might 
have to perform, I should be willing to act on that 
supposition; for I agree that there is a very large 
territory, and a very large extent of river naviga- 
tion; but at present we have nothing but the sug- 

stions of honorable Senators as to what may 

appen in process of time, from the growing na- 
ture of the State and the character of the State. 
We have a letter from Judge Catron, in which he 
says simply, what may be undoubtedly true, that 
the business of that court must be relieved in 
some way; that the present district court cannot 
perform all the duties; but he does not state that 
the court can be relieved in this way; and he 
cannot know, unless he examines the docket, and 
ascertains where the business originates. 

Now, what I wish, in order to act understand- 
ingly on this matter, is, to have it shown to me, 
as an individual Senator who is to yote on this 
question, that the amount of business which 
comes from the western district now proposed 
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